
FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

OAQPS SPPD[OAQPS_SPPD@epa.gov] 
Conner, Lisa 
Thur 4/27/2017 7:26:33 PM 
Transition Update (SPPD All-Hands 4-2017).pptx 

Thank you for the engaging discussion today about transition activities. Attached are the slides 
discussed at the All-Hands meeting. The summary of public comments at the OAR session and 
the DoC session are attached at the end of the presentation. Also attached are the potential 
actions OAQPS is considering as response to 13777. Please note this list is draft and items can 
be added or removed prior to May 15. SPPD actions begin on page 21. 
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To: Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, 
Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Schmidt, Lorie[Schmidt.Lorie@epa.gov]; Schwab, Justin[schwab.justin@epa.gov]; Rees, 
Sarah[rees.sarah@epa.gov]; Lewis, Josh[Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]; Bolen, 
Brittany[bolen .brittany@epa .gov]; Zenick, Elliott[Zenick. Elliott@epa.gov]; McGartland, 
AI[McGartland.AI@epa.gov]; Page, Steve[Page.Steve@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike[Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; 
Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Sasser, Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov]; Harvey, 
Reid[Harvey. Reid@epa.gov]; CuI ligan, Kevin[Cu I ligan. Kevin@epa.gov] 
From: Owens, Nicole 
Sent: Fri 6/2/2017 8:42:13 PM 
Subject: RE: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

This has been uploaded into ROCIS. 

From: Dunham, Sarah 
Sent: Friday, June 02,2017 2:51PM 
To: Gunasekara, Mandy <Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov>; Dravis, Samantha 
<dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Schmidt, Lorie <Schmidt.Lorie@epa.gov>; Schwab, Justin <schwab.justin@epa.gov>; 
Rees, Sarah <rees.sarah@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis.Josh@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany 
<bolen.brittany@epa.gov>; Zenick, Elliott <Zenick.Elliott@epa.gov>; McGartland, Al 
<McGartland.Al@epa.gov>; Page, Steve <Page.Steve@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike 
<Koerber.Mike@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Sasser, Erika 
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<Sasser.Erika@epa.gov>; Harvey, Reid <Harvey.Reid@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin 
<Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Owens, Nicole <Owens.Nicole@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

Okay-we now have what we need and folks are putting the pieces together -- we will send to 
OP the final package as quickly as we possibly can. 

From: Gunasekara, Mandy 
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2017 2:46PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <Q.!:ID~.~r!f!Jrutli!.{ftl...Gilli.JWY 
Cc: Schmidt, Lorie <~lli[!!QlliQTii£.{!:.QlliUbs2Y 
Rees, Sarah 

Subject: Re: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

Yes- send send send. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 2, 2017, at 2:29PM, Dravis, Samantha 

All: 

wrote: 

Attached are the final edits from the political team. Please use this version, and send the 
final package up to OP as soon as possible. 

Thanks for all your work. 

Best, 

ED_0011318_00005258-00002 
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Samantha 

From: Schmidt, Lorie 
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2017 12:27 PM 
To: Schwab, Justin <~jry~WI~llif{~~;QY 
Cc: Rees, Sarah Gunasekara, Mandy 

Dunham, Sarah ::::_UilllJ1ill:n~'i!nLil~~Q1LgQY 
Dravis, Samantha 

Zenick, Elliott ::::fJ~m~tJli;QIJ:@!~~!Y: 
Page, Steve 

Tsirigotis, Peter 
Harvey, Reid 

Subject: RE: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

I am not sure who has the pen on the document right now and who is accepting or rejecting 
OGC' s line edits. r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex·~·-·s·-·:-·oelib"e"ratTve-·-iiro_c_e_s_s ____________________________________ _ 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-J 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Lorie Schmidt 

Associate General Counsel, Air and Radiation 

Office of General Counsel 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

(202)564-1681 

ED_0011318_00005258-00003 
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From: Schwab, Justin 
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2017 11:57 AM 
To: Schmidt, Lorie <~£lli:l]_M:I1J"QIK~~~~'£~ 
Cc: Rees, Sarah Gunasekara, Mandy 

Dunham, Sarah <Q1!!1JGiuJ~ill]Lil(fQgl_<:L~mY 
Dravis, Samantha 

Zenick, Elliott <fd~m~tJllQIJ:@!:msJlcg<:!Y 
Page, Steve 

Tsirigotis, Peter 
Harvey, Reid 

Subject: Re: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Ex-.-·-·-g·-·-:-·-·rieifile-rairv·a·-·-·P-·ro-c·e·s-s-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-r 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Sent from my iPhone 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

let us know if you need more. 
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Lorie 

Lorie Schmidt 

Associate General Counsel, Air and Radiation 

Office of General Counsel 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

(202)564-1681 

From: Schmidt, Lorie 
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2017 11:09 AM 
To: Rees, Sarah <n::~~<!rill11£~llih~v'_> 
Cc: Gunasekara, Mandy <!_-i!!!1~~~l'Wm<;~MJ2'hgQ'{::: Dunham, Sarah 

Dravis, Samantha 
Bolen, 

Harvey, Reid 

Subject: Re: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

Working on it now. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 2, 2017, at 10:53 AM, Rees, Sarah wrote: 

We are ready to send on our end whenever you get the package to us. 

From: Gunasekara, Mandy 
Sent: Friday, June 02,2017 10:31 AM 
To: Schmidt, Lorie <~:lrrt}l_QcLlm:JJ£!mlSllmY 
Cc: Dunham, Sarah 
Dravis, Samantha 

Lewis, Josh 
Schwab, Justin 

ED_0011318_00005258-00005 
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Bolen, Brittany :::Q_Q1~J2r!llil11YJ$~lliL@'~> 

McGartland, Al :::JY!llif!Ill_<!ll(:tJ\!@~~.gQ'Y.• 
Page, Steve 

Tsirigotis, Peter 
Harvey, Reid 

Subject: Re: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

Sasser, 

I talked to Justin about these issues and r·-·Ex-~-·s·-~·-oeii"be-rati"ve-·Proce!is"-"1once 
that is done, let's send this to 0 MB. '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

Sent from my iPhone 

wrote: 

Ex. 5 - Deiiberative Process 

ED_0011318_00005258-00006 
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Thanks, 

Lorie 

Lorie Schmidt 

Associate General Counsel, Air and Radiation 

Office of General Counsel 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

(202)564-1681 

From: Gunasekara, Mandy 
Sent: Wednesday, May 31,2017 1:04PM 
To: Dunham, Sarah <Jlill!llillJ~M<:JllliJ~»J!l~ 

Koerber, Mike 
Tsirigotis, Peter 

Harvey, Reid 
Subject: RE: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

The attached includes my edits (tracked changes starting page 5). Please 
incorporate these into the final version. 

Sasser, 

ED_0011318_00005258-00007 
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Koerber, Mike 
Tsirigotis, Peter Sasser, 

Harvey, Reid 
Subject: RE: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

Thank you Mandy-What you laid out below is consistent with how we are 
proceeding. 

For a little more context on the work that is ongoing, OAR and OP have been 
working together on both documents: 

• · OAR will have completed edits to the RIA to send back to OP by COB 
today. 

• · OAR has further edits we are making to the Executive Order sections of the 
preamble per comments from OP, we expect those sections of the preamble will 
need some further back and forth tomorrow with OP and OGC but that should be 
wrapped up in time to go to OMB on Friday. 

From: Gunasekara, Mandy 
Sent: Wednesday, May 31,2017 10:18 AM 
To: Lewis, Josh Dravis, Samantha 

Schwab, Justin <~j}_y~'JJ!~1!l{f{l~Jhg!2Y: 
<IJ_~~[L_IJfilliDI;ili~~p:~o_y> Schmidt, Lorie 

McGartland, AI 

Sasser, 

Dunham, Sarah 
Subject: RE: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

ED_0011318_00005258-00008 
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I'd like to make sure we are all on the same page regarding CPP. This is my 
understanding of the status. Please let me know if any of this needs modification: 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Best, 

Mandy 

From: Lewis, Josh 
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 3:00PM 
To: Gunasekara, Mandy ::::~l!lli~51li~1ill:lill'ifllid2-<!~lY Dravis, Samantha 

Bolen, 

Sasser, 

Dunham, Sarah <Qm1JlillJ[L~fll]J:!(Q~rl5!1~ 
Subject: For review: latest drafts of the CPP documents 

Attached are the latest drafts of the CPP Rescission Notice Preamble and the 
RIA. Sarah and others in OAR are still reviewing one/both of these, but we 
wanted you to have the latest drafts before the long weekend. 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

We anticipate having the next draft of the RIA ready by COB Wednesday, 
pending comments received from this review. 

Josh 

<CPP Repeal Proposai.FR Notice.6.2.2017-Dravis Edits.docx> 

ED_0011318_00005258-0001 0 
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To: Rush, Alan[Rush.Aian@epa.gov] 
Cc: Iglesias, Amber[lglesias.Amber@epa.gov]; Henigin, Mary[Henigin.Mary@epa.gov]; Culligan, 
Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov]; Lamason, 
Biii[Lamason. Bill@epa.gov]; Thompson, Fred[Thompson. Fred@epa.gov]; French, 
Chuck[French. Chuck@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa .gov]; Weatherhead, 
Darryi[Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov]; Macpherson, Alex[Macpherson.Aiex@epa.gov]; Sasser, 
Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov] 
From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Fri 6/2/2017 7:32:18 PM 
Subject: CPP Repeal OMB Pkg 

Hi Alan, Attached is the Repeal of Carbon Dioxide Emission guidelines for Existing Stationary 
Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units (SAN 5548.7) for OMB review. Please forward to OP 
for upload into ROCIS. Thanks. 

ED_0011318_00005261-00001 
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To: Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Sasser, Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov]; Koerber, 
Mike[Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; Wayland, Richard[Wayland .Richard@epa.gov] 
Cc: Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Weatherhead, 
Darryi[Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov]; Wood, Anna[Wood.Anna@epa.gov]; Noonan, 
Jenny[Noonan .Jenny@epa .gov] 
From: Kornylak, Vera S. 
Sent: Thur 6/1/2017 5:42:46 PM 
Subject: Draft Dept. of Commerce Report 

Hi Peter, Erika, Mike, and Chet: 

Attached is the close hold not-yet-released draft report from the Dept. of Commerce permit 
streamlining process that was sent to the President. We are expecting this to be released this 
week and expect it to be released publicly. r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E·x-~-·s-·~-oei"il>erativ-e·-P-roces-s·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

Thanks to Darryl and Kevin for helping to prepare comments back to OP on earlier drafts of this 
report. 

ED_0011318_00005320-00001 
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Vera 

This message, including attachments, contains information that may be deliberative and confidential, and may be protected by 
attorney work-product, attorney-client or other applicable privileges, Further, this message, including attachments, may be 
exempt from disclosure by the US EPA under applicable law, This message, including attachments, is intended to be conveyed 
only to the named recipient(s), If you received this message in error, or ifyou are not the intended recipient, please notifY the 
sender listed above and delete the message from your system immediatezy, The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution or 
reproduction of this message, including attachments, by unintended recipients is prohibited and may be unlawfitL 

ED_0011318_00005320-00002 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Tsirigotis, Peter 
Fri 5/19/2017 4:23:14 PM 
Fwd: CPP 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Dunham, Sarah" '!lll!l!illn~IDJ!!lifi~M~· 
Date: May 18, 2017 at 6:58:41 PM EDT 
To: "Dravis, Samantha" 
Cc: "Gunasekara, Mandy" 

Subject: Re: CPP 

Hi Samantha-

"Page, Steve" 

Thanks for clarifying the expectations from OMB. Most of these points seem 
straightforward and we will begin crafting the RIA. Our te~m~_haye_a_lr~actv_l;>_ee_n _____ ; 

--~<:>~~-i-~_Q. __ !<:>~~~~~~--~-'!.9_.~~--~P.e~~<?.~~!~--~~~--~-~-~e_!~<:>!!l ___ ~g-~~.:.L.~?'.:_~-~--~:.~i~:.~~!.~~:._~~?.-~:.~~-- i 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

, 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Thanks again for the further direction, as well as all the assistance from NCEE. 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Thanks, 

Sarah 

Sarah, 

wrote: 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

ED_0011318_00005415-00002 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

Thank you for your help with this and please be in touch if you have questions. 

ED_0011318_00005415-00003 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Best, 

Samantha 

ED_0011318_00005415-00004 
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To: Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Thompson, Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; 
Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; French, Chuck[French.Chuck@epa.gov] 
Cc: OAQPS SPPD GL[OAQPS_SPPD_GL@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov]; Srivastava, Ravi[Srivastava.Ravi@epa.gov]; Eck, 
Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov]; Pemberton, Wanda[Pemberton.Wanda@epa.gov] 
From: Conner, Lisa 
Sent: Wed 5/17/2017 1:52:22 PM 
Subject: FW: OAR submission to EPA's Regulatory Reform Task Force per EO 13777 

FYI. .. As discussed in the staff meeting yesterday, attached are the documents that OAR sent 
forward in response to EO 13 777. 
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To: Koerber, Mike[Koerber.Mike@epa.gov] 
Cc: Mclamb, Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov]; Thompson, 
Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Culligan, 
Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
From: Conner, Lisa 
Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 5:39:25 PM 
Subject: OAR Memo Executive Order 13777. 05112017 5 pm.docx 

Hi Mike, 

SPPD offers one suggested edit to the memo. r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Ex-~-5-·~·-oeifberative._P_r_o_c_e.si-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E:x-.-·-s-·-:·-·oefi.ilerat'i've·-·p·;:c;·c·ess-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-_.~._-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~-·-·-·-·--.:r·-·-·-·-·-· 

, Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i Further review and 
··-coi1sTderai1oi1Ts-i1ece·s·s·at:Y"l>e"f'ore-·we-·creieiillrii·e-iiie-f>esTaciloii._i_o._take. 
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To: Thompson, Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov] 
Cc: Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; French, Chuck[French.Chuck@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov] 
From: Conner, Lisa 
Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 4:17:46 PM 
Subject: FW: FYI- Latest draft of OAR's response to E.O. 13777 

Hi Peter and Fred: 

Attached is the final draft of the OAR memo for the EO 13 777 TaskForce. i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 

~---E-x:---s--=--o-elrbe-ratht-e--p-roc-ess---1' 
i i 

!.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.! 

From: Koerber, Mike 
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 9:31AM 
To: Hemby, James <Hemby.James@epa.gov>; Bunte, Laura <Bunte.Laura@epa.gov>; Keating, 
Martha <keating.martha@epa.gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov>; Conner, Lisa 
<Conner.Lisa@epa.gov>; McLamb, Marguerite <McLamb.Marguerite@epa.gov>; Johnson, 
Yvonne W <Johnson.Yvonnew@epa.gov>; Henigin, Mary <Henigin.Mary@epa.gov>; Bremer, 
Kristen <Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov>; Whitlow, Jeff <Whitlow.Jeff@epa.gov> 
Cc: South, Peter <South.Peter@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: FYI- Latest draft of OAR's response to E.O. 13777 

Here is the near final OAR draft. Take a look and let me know today (by 2 pm) if you have any 
comments. 

From: Lewis, Josh 
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2017 5: 11 PM 
To: Page, Steve 
Leila <g)Qk~ill((~>S!l~ 

Cc: Cyran, Carissa 
Subject: FYI- Latest draft of OAR's response to E.O. 13777 

Thanks to you and your offices for the time already spent gathering information and reviewing 
drafts of our response to E.O. 13777. The attached version reflects the latest comments we have 
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received (as of 4 pm today) and is the version Sarah will be reviewing tonight. 

The plan is to circulate an updated version by COB tomorrow that reflects Sarah's edits and any 
additional edits Carissa and I receive from you or your staff. And that will give us all of Monday 
to do any final editing before submitting to OP by COB Monday. 

Josh Lewis 

Chief of Staff 

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation 

Office: 202 564 2095 

Cell: 202 329 2291 

ED_0011318_00005450-00002 
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Instructions: To request a new docket, fill out fields below. The starred(*) fields are required. You 
must include a Docket Point of Contact for this docket. 

• If you would like additional users to have access to your docket in FDMS, fill in that section at 

the top of page 2. For NPL dockets, complete the NPL Section at the bottom of page 2. 

will create the docket in FDMS and email you the new docket number. You can find contact 

information for EPA Headquarters Docket Managers at 

Will this Docket have a Federal Register? 

Email Address 

3-10-2015 

Repeal of Carbon Dioxide Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary 
Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units 

T'ne EPA is proposing to repeai the Carbon PoHution Emission Guidelines for 
Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs), 
commonly referred to as the Clean Power Plan, as promulgated October 23, 
2015. 

Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs), Clean Power Plan, 
Carbon Dioxide 

ED_0011318_00005236-00001 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Phone Number 

3-10-2015 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan .Kevin@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Wed 5/10/2017 5:07:43 PM 
Steiner, Elyse has shared 'DRAFT CPP Repeal OMB_ Transmittal Memo' 

ED_0011318_00005458-00001 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan .Kevin@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Wed 5/10/2017 5:07:14 PM 
Steiner, Elyse has shared 'DRAFT CPP Repeal Action Memo 042717' 
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To: OAQPS SPPD GL[OAQPS_SPPD_GL@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; 
Thompson, Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov]; Srivastava, Ravi[Srivastava.Ravi@epa.gov]; Eck, 
Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov]; Pemberton, Wanda[Pemberton.Wanda@epa.gov] 
From: Conner, Lisa 
Sent: Mon 5/8/2017 6:28:15 PM 
Subject: FW: Draft OAR input to Task Force 

Peter and the Management Team: 

As an FYI mostly, please see the attache<;L4r.?.f!_1?:!~!1!.9...~_l!_Q_.?.!!~.~QJ?:!~.!1-t_#.?._.!!l_<!!.~Hl-.gg_~q._th~.-g_r_A_ ____________ , 
Task Force established under E013777. i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 

r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Ex:~·-s-·:·-o-eWileraiive._Pro·c-ess·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-r 

f~~~~~~~~~=-~~~~!~-~~~~i!~~-~~~~?.~~~~~~JN~-~th~~-d~~~8~i~!~-ry·-~~ti-~~~-"f~-~~--~~~--n-i~i-~-i~~-~~~-i~~i~d~~l"i~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
this round. 

This version includes OAQPS' input to the memo for the most part (and not OTAQs and Indoor 
Air/Radiation). There are two bins of deregulatory actions noted in attachment 3, but the 
definitions for each bin is not clear. As best as I can tell, bin 2 actions will be offered if 
necessary, but may be held until a later date if that is best. OIAI is in Bin 2. 

I think the memo is self-explanatory. However, if needed, I've also included the em ails below to 
explain a little more about the process in getting to the draft memo and its attachments. 

If you have any comments or suggested edits, please send them to me and Marguerite ASAP. 
Our deadline is COB today to send changes to Mike Koerber. Thanks. 

From: Koerber, Mike 
Sent: Monday, May 08,2017 1:58PM 
To: Henigin, Mary <Henigin.Mary@epa.gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov>; 
Bunte, Laura <Bunte.Laura@epa.gov>; Keating, Martha <keating.martha@epa.gov>; Hemby, 
James <Hemby.James@epa.gov>; Conner, Lisa <Conner.Lisa@epa.gov>; McLamb, Marguerite 
<McLamb.Marguerite@epa.gov>; Johnson, Yvonne W <Johnson.Yvonnew@epa.gov>; Bremer, 
Kristen <Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Reg Reform Discussion at today's SCOUT Meeting 
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Attached please find a draft list of OAQPS rules/actions for Appendix #3 based on an initial 
discussion with Steve. These have tentatively been put into two bins, because we aren't sure how 
many we need to submit. Your comments on the items, including wording changes, and the 
binning would be appreciated by noon Tuesday. Let me know if you have any questions. 

Mike 

From: Henigin, Mary 
Sent: Thursday, April27, 2017 1:25PM 
To: Noonan, Jenny Koerber, Mike 
Subject: Reg Reform Discussion at today's SCOUT Meeting 

Jenny and Mike, notes from SCOUT meeting regarding reg reform response -led by Josh and 
Carissa- our response is due to Sarah's office May 9th cob. See attached for reference to notes 
below. 

Ex. 5- Dalibeiativa Piocass 

Section 1 is a list a rules that are being reviewed as a result of executive orders. 

ED_0011318_00005462-00002 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Please make sections 1-3 are accurate as possible 

Section 2 is a list of burden reducing rules that we are currently working on 

Section 3 is a list of items currently in litigation 

Section 4 is a list of additional items 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Thank you 

Mary 

From: Cyran, Carissa 
Sent: Thursday, April27, 2017 11:19 AM 
To:Lee,Raymond ~~~~IDTrr~~K@~~gJ~ 
Wendy 'JY!gr!!!lli1.!:L_~D~L\f!l~~~lY· 

Morris, Joseph 
W elderufael, Miriam 

Stevens, Katherine <~n~iJs<ruJ:l~!J!1_QJ~(W:¥'!~~ 
Atkinson, Emily ::::8_ltfill:!N!ll;:Im!y(f~~~ Lewis, 
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Josh Lubetsky, Jonathan 
Subject: FW: OAR Actions Weekly Meeting Conference Line: 

.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 
Code: ! Ex. 6- Personal Privacy i 

i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

I've attached for our discussion a draft template for the recommendation memo we put forward for EO 
13777. 
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To: Rush, Alan[Rush.Aian@epa.gov] 
Cc: Iglesias, Amber[lglesias.Amber@epa.gov]; Henigin, Mary[Henigin.Mary@epa.gov]; Barnett, 
Keith[Barnett.Keith@epa.gov]; Cozzie, David[Cozzie.David@epa.gov]; Dunkins, 
Robin[Dunkins.Robin@epa.gov]; French, Chuck[French.Chuck@epa.gov]; Fruh, 
Steve[Fruh.Steve@epa.gov]; Lamason, Biii[Lamason.Bill@epa.gov]; Lassiter, 
Penny[Lassiter.Penny@epa.gov]; Schell, Bob[Scheii.Bob@epa.gov]; Conner, 
Lisa[Conner.Lisa@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov]; Pemberton, Wanda[Pemberton.Wanda@epa.gov]; 
Srivastava, Ravi[Srivastava. Ravi@epa.gov]; Thompson, Fred[Thompson. Fred@epa.gov] 
From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Mon 5/8/2017 5:24:33 PM 
Subject: FW: OMB comments on Reg Agenda f-·-·-·-·Eic:-·s·-:·oe"ifberati.ve-·Jl"rocess·-·-·-·-·i 

i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Hi Alan, Attached is the Reg Agenda Galleys w/SPPD comments inserted. Please provide these 
updates to OP. Edits can be found on pages 14, 36, 38, 53, 54, 56, 58, 59, 60, 71, 72, 78, 97, 99, 
100, 110, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 130, 131, 146, 147, 149, and 150. Thanks. 

From: Rush, Alan 
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 4:47PM 
To: Brown, Kelly <~~'-ill"7£'!1hli!Y(@_c~gQ~Y 
Eck, Janet :::~KJS!.m:~m<:t~2Y 
Cc: Henigin, Mary <ljffilg!ILJY!J!D~~~~lY· 
Scavo,Kimber<~~~,,~,~-2-~WW~~~~lY• 

Subject: FW: OMB comments on Reg Agenda L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~}!~~j~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Importance: High 

Reg Team, 

The Reg Agenda Galleys are back from OMB andi"-·E~~-s-·=·-D"~I·i-b~~~t·i-~~--P·~·~~-~~~-·-! But, if we have 
updates or edits to our entries we need to have the~-bacFto._me·-b·y-·m:l"(f.:Cfay-·on."Monday so that I 
can get them to OAR and on to OP by COB. 

Thanks, 

Alan 

From: Eagles, Tom 
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Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 4: 11 PM 
To: Lewis, Josh Cyran, Carissa Rush, Alan 

Cc: Farrar, Wanda 
Subject: OMB comments on Reg Agenda!-·-·-·-·Ex:-·s·-=·-De-ii"be-rati.ve ___ Pr-oce-ss·-·-·-·1 
Importance: High '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

From: Muellerleile, Caryn 
Sent: Wednesday, May 03,2017 10:31 AM 
To: Farrar, Wanda 
Sandy 
William 
Petetj 

Cc: Owens, Nicole Curry, Bridgid 
Jutras, Nathaniel 

Evalenko, 
Noggle, 

Smith, 
Williams, Pat 

Subject: Reg Agenda review from OMB- fast turnaround (responses and other edits due NOON 
Thurs 5/4) 
Importance: High 

We did not receive comments on the FY17 and FY18 regulatory/deregulatory cost spreadsheets. 
See attached for (few) comments on the Agenda itself. Note below which agenda entries (not 
page numbers) your office should review. 

ORD-92 

OCSPP- 98, 110, 112, 119, 123, 130 

ow- 160, 163, 167, 170, 185 

Caryn Muellerleile 

Regulatory Management Division 

ED_0011318_00005465-00002 
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Office of Policy 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW (1803A) 

Washington, DC 20460 

(202) 564-2855 
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To: OAQPS SPPD[OAQPS_SPPD@epa.gov] 
From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Fri 5/5/2017 8:20:44 PM 
Subject: FW: OMB comments on Reg Agenda !-·-·-·-·Ex·.-·-5-·~·-·o·eTitiera-tive·-P-ro-cess·-·-·-·-·i 

Q <:> ,41 in,<:> ; ___ -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Attached is the Reg Agenda Galley back from OMB. [~~~-~~~~~~~~-~~-~Ii-~~~~~-i~~~~~!.?._~~-~-~Jifyou see 
any corrections or needed updates, please let me know by noon Monday. Sorry for the short tum
around. Thanks. 

From: Rush, Alan 
Sent: Thursday, May 04,2017 4:47PM 
To: Brown, Kelly <Brown.Kelly@epa.gov>; Chappell, Regina <Chappell.Regina@epa.gov>; 
Eck, Janet <Eck.Janet@epa.gov>; Long, Pam <Long.Pam@epa.gov> 
Cc: Henigin, Mary <Henigin.Mary@epa.gov>; Iglesias, Amber <Iglesias.Amber@epa.gov>; 

Scavo, Kimber <Scavo.Kimber@epa.gov> ,-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Subject: FW: OMB comments on Reg Agenda!·-·-·---~~.:--~·-=·-1?.-~~-~~-~-~~!i~-~--~~~-~-~-~~---·-·-J 
Importance: High 

Reg Team, 

The Reg Agenda Galleys are back from OMB [~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~f~~~~~~~!i~~~~~!.~?.~~~~~J But, if we have 
updates or edits to our entries we need to have them back to me by mid-day on Monday so that I 
can get them to OAR and on to OP by COB. 

Thanks, 

Alan 

From: Eagles, Tom 
Sent: Thursday, May 04,2017 4:11PM 
To: Lewis, Josh Cyran, Carissa 

Cc: Farrar, Wanda 
Subject: OMB comments on Reg Agenda r-·-·-·-·-·Ex:·-s-=·-oefiiie-raifve._Process·-·-·-·-·-! 
Importance: High L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

Rush, Alan 
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From: Muellerleile, Caryn 
Sent: Wednesday, May 03,2017 10:31 AM 
To: Farrar, Wanda 
Sandy 
William 
Petetj 

Cc: Owens, Nicole Curry, Bridgid 
Jutras, Nathaniel 

Evalenko, 
Noggle, 

Smith, 
Williams, Pat 

Subject: Reg Agenda review from OMB- fast turnaround (responses and other edits due NOON 
Thurs 5/4) 
Importance: High 

r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E-x-~-·-s-·-~·-oe-fiil_e_raiive·-·f,-r.<i"ce·s·s·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

See attached for (few) comments on the Agenda itself. Note below which agenda entries (not 
page numbers) your office should review. 

ORD-92 

OCSPP- 98, 110, 112, 119, 123, 130 

ow- 160, 163, 167, 170, 185 

Caryn Muellerleile 

Regulatory Management Division 

Office of Policy 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW (1803A) 
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Washington, DC 20460 

(202) 564-2855 
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To: Mroz, Jessica[mroz.jessica@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Harvey, 
Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov]; Meroney, William[Meroney.William@epa.gov]; Adamantiades, 
Mikhaii[Adamantiades.Mikhail@epa.gov]; Santiago, Juan[Santiago.Juan@epa.gov]; Mulholland, 
Denise[Mulholland.Denise@epa.gov]; Vijayan, Abi[Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov]; Kornylak, Vera 
S.[Kornylak.Vera@epa.gov]; Snyder, Carolyn[Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Rosenberg, 
Julie[Rosenberg.Julie@epa.gov]; Hutson, Nick[Hutson.Nick@epa.gov] 
Cc: Shoaff, John[Shoaff.John@epa.gov] 
From: Stenhouse, Jeb 
Sent: Thur 5/4/2017 3:20:34 PM 
Subject: RE: Meeting with FERC & DOE 

Hi Jessica, for our part we'd be happy to give a CSAPR update if/when such a call is organized. 
As for OAP/CAMD attendees for DOE-FERC-EPA calls, you've got us on this email: Jeb 
Stenhouse, Bill Meroney, and Mikhail "Misha" Adamantiades. 

Sincerely, 

Jeb Stenhouse 

Chief of Program Development 

Clean Air Markets Division 

US EPA 

202-343-9781 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 1:44 PM 
To: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Harvey, Reid <Harvey.Reid@epa.gov>; 
Meroney, William <Meroney. William@epa.gov>; Adamantiades, Mikhail 
<Adamantiades.Mikhail@epa.gov>; Santiago, Juan <Santiago.Juan@epa.gov>; Mulholland, 
Denise <Mulholland.Denise@epa.gov>; Vijayan, Abi <Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov>; Komylak, Vera 
S. <Komylak.Vera@epa.gov>; Snyder, Carolyn <Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov>; Stenhouse, Jeb 
<Stenhouse.Jeb@epa.gov>; Rosenberg, Julie <Rosenberg.Julie@epa.gov>; Hutson, Nick 
<Hutson.Nick@epa.gov> 
Cc: Shoaff, John <Shoaff.John@epa.gov> 
Subject: Meeting with FERC & DOE 

ED_0011318_00005476-00001 
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Good Afternoon, 

It appears as if there is some interest to re-engage in a dialogue with DOE and FERC regarding 
power sector issues. The last time this group met was in December, and although we assumed it 
would be reconvening sooner to discuss CPP, there may still be some information worth 
mentioning. 

While substantive updates on rules are not likely, we can at least share information about what is 
happening internally. I have outlined some of the topics that we could discuss, in terms of recent 
history and what the agency has done. 

Potential DOE/FERC/EP A Meeting Agenda Items for EPA: 

•C:J[J[J[J[J[J[J Update on the state of affairs within EPA with regard to the recent Executive 
Orders 

o GHG Rules on EGUs (Kevin Culligan) 

o MATS (Nick Hutson? Or if we'd prefer someone in the room, Kevin offered to speak on this 
as well) 

o CSAPR - We could have someone give an update, or just have a few folks in the room to 
answer questions if they come up. 

If folks are amenable to such a meeting, we are aiming to schedule within the next month or two. 
Please let me know if you'd like to listen in, share information on the call, or if you think there 
are additional topics EPA should discuss. 

Best, 
Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 
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Environmental Protection Specialist/ Presidential Management Fellow 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Office of Air and Radiation I Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 
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To: Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Harvey, Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov]; Meroney, 
William[Meroney.William@epa.gov]; Adamantiades, Mikhaii[Adamantiades.Mikhail@epa.gov]; Santiago, 
Juan[Santiago.Juan@epa.gov]; Mulholland, Denise[Mulholland.Denise@epa.gov]; Vijayan, 
Abi[Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov]; Kornylak, Vera S.[Kornylak.Vera@epa.gov]; Snyder, 
Carolyn[Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Stenhouse, Jeb[Stenhouse.Jeb@epa.gov]; Rosenberg, 
Julie[Rosenberg.Julie@epa.gov]; Hutson, Nick[Hutson.Nick@epa.gov] 
Cc: Shoaff, John[Shoaff.John@epa.gov] 
From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Wed 5/3/2017 5:44:14 PM 
Subject: Meeting with FERC & DOE 

Good Afternoon, 

It appears as if there is some interest to re-engage in a dialogue with DOE and FERC regarding 
power sector issues. The last time this group met was in December, and although we assumed it 
would be reconvening sooner to discuss CPP, there may still be some information worth 
mentioning. 

While substantive updates on rules are not likely, we can at least share information about what is 
happening internally. I have outlined some of the topics that we could discuss, in terms of recent 
history and what the agency has done. 

Potential DOE/FERC/EP A Meeting Agenda Items for EPA: 

•C:J[J[J[J[J[J[J Update on the state of affairs within EPA with regard to the recent Executive 
Orders 

o GHG Rules on EGUs (Kevin Culligan) 

o MATS (Nick Hutson? Or if we'd prefer someone in the room, Kevin offered to speak on this 
as well) 

o CSAPR - We could have someone give an update, or just have a few folks in the room to 
answer questions if they come up. 

If folks are amenable to such a meeting, we are aiming to schedule within the next month or two. 
Please let me know if you'd like to listen in, share information on the call, or if you think there 
are additional topics EPA should discuss. 
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Best, 
Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Environmental Protection Specialist/ Presidential Management Fellow 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Office of Air and Radiation I Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Wed 5/3/2017 5:32:39 PM 
RE: What went forward 

Draft OMB Transmittal Memo attached. 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:11PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov>; Keaveny, Brian 
<Keaveny.Brian@epa.gov>; Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov>; Eck, Janet 
<Eck.Janet@epa.gov> 
Subject: What went forward 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:01PM 
To: Koerber, Mike 
Cc: Tsirigotis, Peter 
Subject: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Mike, 

Attached are the current version of the CPP rescission NPR and accompanying cost savings 
memo. 

With regards to the NPR there are several things worth highlighting: 
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1. This version works off of the version Lori Schmidt provided you via e-mail at 4:27 PM on 
Friday April 27 (based on discussions with OGC yesterday they indicated this was the best 
version to work off of. 

2. Our edits address several things: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

ED_0011318_00005480-00002 
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Kevin 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Tue 5/2/2017 5:48:34 PM 
RE: What went forward 

Draft Action Memo is attached. A number of gaps to be filled in-tiering, concurrence, 
stakeholder involvement, etc. 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:11PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov>; Keaveny, Brian 
<Keaveny.Brian@epa.gov>; Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov>; Eck, Janet 
<Eck.Janet@epa.gov> 
Subject: What went forward 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:01PM 
To: Koerber, Mike 
Cc: Tsirigotis, Peter 
Subject: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Mike, 

Attached are the current version of the CPP rescission NPR and accompanying cost savings 
memo. 

With regards to the NPR there are several things worth highlighting: 
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1. This version works off of the version Lori Schmidt provided you via e-mail at 4:27 PM on 
Friday April 27 (based on discussions with OGC yesterday they indicated this was the best 
version to work off of. 

2. Our edits address several things: 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

ED_0011318_00005482-00002 
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Kevin 
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To: Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov]; Fruh, Steve[Fruh .Steve@epa.gov]; Hutson, 
Nick[Hutson.Nick@epa.gov]; Fellner, Christian[Fellner.Christian@epa.gov]; Ashley, 
John[ashley.john@epa.gov]; Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Cc: Bremer, Kristen[Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov]; Noonan, Jenny[Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov] 
From: Ashley, Jackie 
Sent: Mon 5/1/2017 12:50:19 PM 
Subject: CPP archive-- EPA Kicks Off Updates to Website 

Good morning. The web site was changed on Friday evening and the 111(b) and (d) content 
was archived. Should you need to find it, the archived web content is available at 

Jackie Ashley- US EPA- Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards- 919-541-7664-
ashley .jackie@epa.gov 

Date: April28, 2017 at 7:08:08 PM EDT 
To: 
Subject: EPA Kicks Off Updates to Website 

CONTACT: 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
April 28, 2017 

EPA Kicks Off Website Updates 

WASHINGTON- the webpage for the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency, is undergoing changes that reflect the agency's new direction under President Donald 
Trump and Administrator Scott Pruitt. The process, which involves updating language to reflect 
the approach of new leadership, is intended to ensure that the public can use the website to 
understand the agency's current efforts. The changes will comply with agency ethics and legal 
guidance, including the use of proper archiving procedures. For instance, a screenshot of the 
last administration's website will remain available from the main page. 

"As EPA renews its commitment to human health and clean air, land, and water, our website 
needs to reflect the views of the leadership of the agency," said J.P. Freire, Associate 
Administrator for Public Affairs. "We want to eliminate confusion by removing outdated 
language first and making room to discuss how we're protecting the environment and human 
health by partnering with states and working within the law." 

The first page to be updated is a page reflecting President Trump's Executive Order on Energy 
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Independence, which calls for a review of the so-called Clean Power Plan. Language 
associated with the Clean Power Plan, written by the last administration, is out-of-date. 
Similarly, content related to climate and regulation is also under review. 

R066 

If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking 

Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

FYI 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Tsirigotis, Peter 
Fri 4/28/2017 9:36:57 PM 
Fwd: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Dunham, Sarah" 
Date: April28, 2017 at 5:27:44 PM EDT 
To: "Gunasekara, Mandy" 

Cc: "Page, Steve" 
"Harvey, Reid" <tliJJ1 "'I'YI1';2''G~lill~lliiZQ'Y 
"Koerber, Mike" 
Subject: CPP NPR and cost memo 

"Dravis, Samantha" 
"Bolen, 

Attached are the current version of the CPP rescission NPR and accompanying cost savings 
memo. With regards to the NPR, we worked off a version Lorie sent to us yesterday 
afternoon (via e-mail at 4:27PM on Thursday April27). There are several things worth 
highlighting: 

1. Our edits address several things: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

The attached cost savings memo has been reviewed by OAR and OP staff. 

Comments, further direction on timing, and specific direction on any of the items mentioned 
above (or not mentioned above) are very welcome. 
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To: Sasser, Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov] 
Cc: Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; South, 
Peter[South. Peter@epa .gov]; Weatherhead, Darryi[Weatherhead. Darryl@epa .gov] 
From: Koerber, Mike 
Sent: Fri 4/28/2017 8:22:24 PM 
Subject: Re: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Thank you. I let Josh know and said we are awaiting Sarah's okay. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Darryl has circled back with OP on this version of the cost memo, and we think they are all 
fine with it, so no need for the extra explanation. We should be good to go on that piece, 
pending Sarah D's feedback, but please do copy AI. 

thanks 

From: Koerber, Mike 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 4:02PM 
To: Tsirigotis, Peter 
Culligan, Kevin 
Cc: South, Peter <~Qill!lJ:lffii@ill~::!Y::: 
Subject: Fwd: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Are you okay with this? 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Lewis, Josh" :::.~~~~~[lgillJg:Q~e 
Date: April28, 2017 at 3:59:07 PM EDT 
To: "Koerber, Mike" 
Cc: "Cyran, Carissa" 
Subject: RE: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Thanks. So this seems to imply OP (at the Allevel) hasn't seen this version of the cost 
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memo? If that's the case, how's this for a plan: 

You (or Kevin) send the two pieces to AI, Sarah Rees, Lorie S., and Elliott, w/ a cc to 
Sarah D., along with the NPR summary below, and an equivalent summary of the cost 
memo (using your note immediately below as the basis). 

Call if you'd like to discuss. 

From: Koerber, Mike 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:16PM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Cc: Cyran, Carissa 
Subject: RE: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

From: Koerber, Mike 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:04PM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Cc: Cyran, Carissa 
Subject: FW: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Josh- Here are the two pieces we discussed. Please share with Sarah and let me know 
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about next steps. Thank you. 

Mike 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:01PM 
To: Koerber, Mike 
Cc: Tsirigotis, Peter 

Subject: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Mike, 

Sasser, Erika 

Attached are the current version of the CPP rescission NPR and accompanying cost 
savmgs memo. 

With regards to the NPR there are several things worth highlighting: 

1. This version works off of the version Lori Schmidt provided you via e-mail at 
4:27PM on Friday April27 (based on discussions with OGC yesterday they indicated 
this was the best version to work off of. 

2. Our edits address several things: 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Kevin 
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To: BECKHAM, LISA[BECKHAM.LISA@EPA.GOV]; BANDROWSKI, 
MIKE[Bandrowski.Mike@epa.gov]; Behan, Frank[Behan.Frank@epa.gov]; Bertram, 
Gary[Bertram.Gary@epa.gov]; Blais, Gary[Biais.Gary@epa.gov]; Campbell, 
Jean[Campbeii.Jean@epa.gov]; Au, Doreen[Au.Doreen@epa.gov]; Barrett, 
Richard[barrett.richard@epa.gov]; Baumgart-Getz, Adam[Baumgart-Getz.Adam@epa.gov]; Bird, 
Patrick[Bird.Patrick@epa.gov]; Blake, Wendy[Biake.Wendy@epa.gov]; Boyce, 
Kenneth[boyce.kenneth@epa.gov]; Buenning, Hans[Buenning.Hans@epa.gov]; Chappell, 
Regina[Chappeii.Regina@epa.gov]; Chew, Andrew[Chew.Andrew@epa.gov]; Cole, 
David[Cole.David@epa.gov]; Colon, Toni[Colon.Toni@epa.gov]; Crystal, Roy[crystal.roy@epa.gov]; 
Damico, Genevieve[damico.genevieve@epa.gov]; Dholakia, Umesh[Dholakia.Umesh@epa.gov]; Doolan, 
Stephanie[Doolan.Stephanie@epa.gov]; duke, gerallyn[duke.gerallyn@epa.gov]; Edwards, 
Chebryii[Edwards.Chebryll@epa.gov]; Eisele, Adam[Eisele.Adam@epa.gov]; Epps-Price, Lena[Epps
Price.Lena@epa.gov]; Frantz, George[Frantz.George@epa.gov]; Fried, 
Gregory[Fried.Gregory@epa.gov]; Ghaffari, Mozafar[Ghaffari.Mozafar@epa.gov]; Hall, 
Kristen[hall.kristen@epa.gov]; lgoe, Sheila[lgoe.Sheila@epa.gov]; Kelly, 
Shaheerah[Kelly .Shaheerah@epa.gov]; Lancey, Susan[lancey .susan@epa .gov]; Leung, 
Chao[Leung.Chao@epa.gov]; Mckelvey, Laura[Mckelvey.Laura@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov]; Mia, Marcia[Mia.Marcia@epa.gov]; Narvaez, 
Madonna[Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov]; North, Alexis[North.Aiexis@epa.gov]; Olson, 
Kyle[Oison.Kyle@epa.gov]; Ostrand, Laurie[Ostrand.Laurie@epa.gov]; Page, Lee[Page.Lee@epa.gov]; 
pandya, perry[pandya.perry@epa.gov]; Payne, Melissa[Payne.Melissa@epa.gov]; Russo, 
Todd[Russo.Todd@epa.gov]; Sager, John[Sager.John@epa.gov]; Sieffert, 
Margaret[Sieffert.Margaret@epa.gov]; Smuts, MaryBeth[Smuts.Marybeth@epa.gov]; Stewart, 
Kathleen[Stewart.Kathleen@epa.gov]; Throwe, Scott[Throwe.Scott@epa.gov]; Trine, 
Rae[irine.rae@epa.govj; Valenziano, Beih[vaienziano.beih@epa.govj; Versace, 
Paui[Versace.Paul@epa.gov]; Wagner, William[wagner.william@epa.gov]; Ward, 
I ngrid[Ward .I ngrid@epa.gov]; Webber, Robert[Webber. Robert@epa.gov]; Welton, 
Patricia[Welton.Patricia@epa.gov]; Werner, Leslye[Werner.Leslye@epa.gov]; Whitlow, 
Jeff[Whitlow.Jeff@epa.gov]; Wilson, Holly[Wilson.Holly@epa.gov]; Zuco, Arthur[Zuco.Arthur@epa.gov]; 
Morimoto, Kaoru[Morimoto.Kaoru@epa.gov]; Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov]; Thompson, 
Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; Johnson, Mary[Johnson.Mary@epa.gov]; Ayres, 
Sara[Ayres.Sara@epa.gov]; Jackson, Scott[Jackson.Scott@epa.gov]; Marcus, 
Danny[marcus.danny@epa.gov]; Rineheart, Rachei[Rineheart.Rachel@epa.gov]; Darrow, 
Jennifer[darrow.jennifer@epa.gov]; Aquitania, Manny[Aquitania.Manny@epa.gov]; Chalmers, 
ray[chalmers.ray@epa.gov]; Wayland, Robertj[Wayland.Robertj@epa.gov]; Schell, 
Bob[Scheii.Bob@epa.gov]; Cozzie, David[Cozzie.David@epa.gov]; Lassiter, 
Penny[Lassiter.Penny@epa.gov]; Dunkins, Robin[Dunkins.Robin@epa.gov]; Conner, 
Lisa[Conner.Lisa@epa.gov]; Barnett, Keith[Barnett.Keith@epa.gov]; French, 
Chuck[French. Chuck@epa.gov]; Fruh, Steve[Fruh .Steve@epa.gov]; CuI ligan, 
Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Law, Nicole[Law.Nicole@epa.gov]; Kinard, 
Sherrie[Kinard.Sherrie@epa.gov]; Cain, Alexis[cain.alexis@epa.gov]; Godfrey, 
Janice[Godfrey.Janice@epa.gov]; Mulrine, Phii[Mulrine.Phil@epa.gov]; Rodman, 
Sonja[Rodman.Sonja@epa.gov]; Gallagher, Bob[Gallagher.Bob@epa.gov]; Srivastava, 
Ravi[Srivastava.Ravi@epa.gov]; Noonan, Jenny[Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Brachtl, 
Megan[Brachti.Megan@epa.gov]; South, Mia[South.Mia@epa.gov]; Yellin, 
Patrick[Yellin. Patrick@epa.gov]; Kurlansky, Ellen[Kurlansky .EIIen@epa.gov]; Diem, 
Art[Diem.Art@epa.gov]; Castro, Grecia[Castro.Grecia@epa.gov]; Chow, Alice[chow.alice@epa.gov]; 
Gross-Davis, CaroiAnn[Gross-Davis.CaroiAnn@epa.gov]; Torres, Elineth[Torres.Eiineth@epa.gov]; 
Lamason, Biii[Lamason.Bill@epa.gov]; Vasu, Amy[Vasu.Amy@epa.gov]; Fairchild, 
Susan[Fairchild.Susan@epa.gov]; King, Melanie[King.Melanie@epa.gov]; Lischinsky, 
Robert[Lischinsky.Robert@epa.gov]; Sanchez, Rafaei[Sanchez.Rafael@epa.gov]; Aldridge, 
Amanda[Aidridge.Amanda@epa.gov]; Warner, Maryann[Warner.Maryann@epa.gov]; Owens, 
Katharine[Owens.Katharine@epa.gov]; Caparoso, Jennifer[Caparoso.Jennifer@epa.gov]; Shine, 
Brenda[Shine.Brenda@epa.gov]; Mills, Kathy[Mills.Kathy@epa.gov]; Shrager, 
Brian[Shrager.Brian@epa.gov]; augustine, bruce[augustine.bruce@epa.gov]; Vazquez, 
Natalia[Vazquez.Natalia@epa.gov]; Shappley, Ned[Shappley.Ned@epa.gov]; Tong, 
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Stanley[Tong.Stanley@epa.gov]; Strine, Lora[Strine.Lora@epa.gov]; Schulingkamp, 
Joseph[Schulingkamp.Joseph@epa.gov]; Chen, Eugene[Chen.Eugene@epa.gov]; Maurin, 
Lawrence[Maurin.Lawrence@epa.gov]; Harvey, Lornette[Harvey.Lornette@epa.gov]; Ackerman, 
Charmagne[Ackerman.Charmagne@epa.gov]; Eddinger, Jim[Eddinger.Jim@epa.gov]; Willard, 
Erin[Willard.ErinM@epa.gov]; Storey, Brian[storey.brian@epa.gov]; Smith, 
Korbin[smith. korbin@epa.gov]; Copland, Rick[ Copland. Rick@epa.gov]; Dickerson, 
Phii[Dickerson.Phil@epa.gov]; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan[Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov]; Costa, 
Allison[Costa.AIIison@epa.gov] 
Cc: Johnson, Tanya[Johnson.Tanya@epa.gov]; Whitmore, Scott[Whitmore.Scott@epa.gov]; Li, 
Ryland (Shengzhi)[Li.Ryland@epa.gov]; Patel, Ketan[Patei.Ketan@epa.gov] 
From: Pemberton, Wanda 
Sent: Fri 4/28/2017 8:09:19 PM 
Subject: 2017 Quarterly RATC: April Meeting Notes 

Good Afternoon! 

The following documents have been attached for your information and reading pleasure: 

• Call/Meeting Minutes 
• PCS/Geismar Monitoring Questions, provided by Susan Fairchild 
• Regulatory Updates, provided by Janet Eck (these updates were also attached to 

your meeting scheduler) 

Please feel free to reach out to the respective contacts if more clarity is needed. Hope 
you have a wonderful weekend! 

Wanda P. 

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Wanda H. Pemberton, MBA 1 Program Development Specialist 1 Sector Policies and 
Programs Division I Immediate Office 1 Mail Code D205-021 Office of Air Quality 
Planning and Standards 1 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 1 Research Triangle 
Park, NC 27711 1 Phone: 919-541-08291 Fax: 919-541-4991 1 Email: 
pemberton. wanda@epa.gov 

"Not everything that is faced can be changed, but nothing can be changed until it 
is faced ... James Baldwin 
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From: Pemberton, Wanda 

Sent: Thursday, December 22, 2016 10:40 AM 
To: BECKHAM, LISA; BANDROWSKI, MIKE; Behan, Frank; Bertram, Gary; Blais, Gary; Campbell, Jean; Au, 

Doreen; Barrett, Richard; Baumgart-Getz, Adam; Bird, Patrick; Blake, Wendy; Boyce, Kenneth; Buenning, 
Hans; Chappell, Regina; Chew, Andrew; Cole, David; Colon, Toni; Crystal, Roy; Damico, Genevieve; 

Dholakia, Umesh; Doolan, Stephanie; duke, gerallyn; Edwards, Chebryll; Eisele, Adam; Epps-Price, Lena; 

Frantz, George; Fried, Gregory; Ghaffari, Mozafar; Hall, Kristen; lgoe, Sheila; Kelly, Shaheerah; Lancey, 

Susan; Leung, Chao; Mckelvey, Laura; Mclamb, Marguerite; Mia, Marcia; Narvaez, Madonna; North, 

Alexis; Olson, Kyle; Ostrand, Laurie; Page, Lee; pandya, perry; Payne, Melissa; Russo, Todd; Sager, John; 

Sieffert, Margaret; Smuts, MaryBeth; Stewart, Kathleen; Throwe, Scott; Trine, Rae; Valenziano, Beth; 
Versace, Paul; Wagner, William; Ward, Ingrid; Webber, Robert; Welton, Patricia; Werner, Leslye; 

Whitlow, Jeff; Wilson, Holly; Zuco, Arthur; Morimoto, Kaoru; Eck, Janet; Thompson, Fred; Johnson, 

Mary; Ayres, Sara; Jackson, Scott; Marcus, Danny; Rineheart, Rachel; Darrow, Jennifer; Aquitania, 

Manny; Chalmers, ray; Wayland, Robertj; Schell, Bob; Cozzie, David; Lassiter, Penny; Dunkins, Robin; 

Conner, Lisa; Barnett, Keith; French, Chuck; Fruh, Steve; Culligan, Kevin; Law, Nicole; Kinard, Sherrie; 

Cain, Alexis; Godfrey, Janice; Mulrine, Phil; Rodman, Sonja; Gallagher, Bob; Srivastava, Ravi; Noonan, 
Jenny; Bracht!, Megan; South, Mia; Yellin, Patrick; Kurlansky, Ellen; Diem, Art; Castro, Grecia; Chow, 

Alice; Gross-Davis, CaroiAnn; Torres, Elineth; Lamason, Bill; Vasu, Amy; Fairchild, Susan; King, Melanie; 

Lischinsky, Robert; Sanchez, Rafael; Aldridge, Amanda; Warner, Maryann; Owens, Katharine; Caparoso, 

Jennifer; Shine, Brenda; Mills, Kathy; Shrager, Brian; augustine, bruce; Vazquez, Natalia; Shappley, Ned; 

Tong, Stanley; Strine, Lora; Schulingkamp, Joseph; Chen, Eugene; Maurin, Lawrence; Harvey, Lornette; 

Ackerman, Charmagne; Eddinger, Jim; Willard, Erin; Storey, Brian; Smith, Korbin; Copland, Rick; 
Dickerson, Phil; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan; Costa, Allison 
Cc: Johnson, Tanya; Whitmore, Scott; Li, Ryland (Shengzhi) 

Subject: Quarterly RATC Call@ 2:00pm today -L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~I~~~~~~~~~L~~rfy~~?.X~~~~~~~~~~J 
When: Thursday, April 6, 2017 2:00 PM-3:00PM. 

Where: T e leco n fe re n ce: L:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~:~~:~~:~~~~~~~?~~~(~~riY.~~¥.~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 

Quarterly RATC Call Agenda 

Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017- 2:00PM- 3:00PM (EST) 

Conference Call Facilitator: Wanda Pemberton 

Note Taker: Region 3 (Region 2 will take notes next Quarter) 

2:00 - 2:05 Roll Call 
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2:05-2:30 Discussion Topics: 

• Status of RTR Litigation- Brian Shrager, SPPD/PSG 
• Upcoming RTRs: MON, OLD & MCM -Jennifer Caparoso, SPPD/RCG 
• Status of Phosphate Reconsideration - Susan Fairchild, SPPD/MMG 
• Refinery Rule and Requests for Compliance Extensions - Brenda Shine, SPPD/RCG 

2:30 - 2:35 Regulatory Updates -Janet Eck, SPPD 

2:35- 3:00 Regional Office Updates: Regional Reps 
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To: Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Cc: Koerber, Mike[Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; Sasser, Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov]; Weatherhead, 
Darryi[Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov]; Keaveny, Brian[Keaveny.Brian@epa.gov] 
From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Fri 4/28/2017 6:58:01 PM 
Subject: Draft Cost Memo 

Kevin 

Attached is the draft cost memo. Please call me or Brian Keaveny if you have any questions. 
Thanks. 

Alex 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Fri 4/28/2017 6:51:22 PM 
Re: Transmittal e-mail to Mike (now Mike is sending it to Sarah) 

I think you mean CPP Rescission, but other than that, looks OK to me. 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 2:42:43 PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex; Keaveny, Brian; Eck, Janet; Steiner, Elyse 

Subject: Transmittal e-mail to Mike (now Mike is sending it to Sarah) 

Does this look ok? (highlighted a few things for Alex/Brian - will send as soon as I get the 
memo from Alex. Thanks all for your efforts on this. 

Mike, 

Attached are the current version of the CPP recession NPR and accompanying RIA memo. 

With regards to the NPR there are several things worth highlighting: 

1. This version works off of the version Lori Schmidt provided you via e-mail at 4:27 PM on 
Friday Aprii 27 (based on discussions with OGC yesterday they indicated this was the best 
version to work off of. 

2. Our edits address several things: 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

Kevin 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Fri 4/28/2017 5:23:16 PM 
Re: Looks like we are making very good progress - thanks 

I'm finished-- especially now that my section is removed. 

From: Culligan, Kevin 

Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 1:12:27 PM 
To: Eck, Janet; Steiner, Elyse 

Subject: RE: Looks like we are making very good progress- thanks 

Thanks all-looks like we are pretty close? I have a few questions to call Janet about, but 
unless there are other things either of you think I need to look at, I'm done. Will call Janet 
shortly. Elyse, let me know when you're done or if you need to touch base before finishing. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:54 PM 
To: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Looks like we are making very good progress- thanks 

It is the CBI instructions, but I already inserted that info. It is on page 7. It looks like Elyse put 
the small entities info in the table of contents by accident on page 4. Thanks. 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:49 PM 
To: Eck, Janet Steinei, Elyse <~~t~>iu,~"L.!:;l)~.@~~S£:1.> 
Subject: Looks like we are making very good progress- thanks 

Trying to remember what the plan was for the section entitled: 

B. What should I consider as I prepare my comments for the EPA? 
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From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:23 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <§:~l§LJ;ll~@§~my> 
Subject: RE: New Draft 

Yes. Thanks! 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:20 PM 
To: Eck, Janet Culligan, Kevin <QWltil§!(lJS.I~l@~illQY> 
Subject: Re: New Draft 

I can see that you & Kevin are in the document editing, so I think you are in the right place. Can 
you see in the upper right comer where it says "Share" and the number 3 people editing? 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:16:08 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: RE: New Draft 

Hi Elyse, I received a link to CPP Proposai.FR Notice4.21.17.draft.docx at 11:11 am. Am I in the 
wrong spot? I may need your help. Thanks. 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 11:17 AM 
To: Eck, Janet Culligan, Kevin <~!d!JlQ.§!!JJS~!l@~~~:> 
Subject: Re: New Draft 

You should both be getting a link to the document in a new CPP sharepoint folder 
named April 2017 Draft. Let me know if you don't get it or run into any problems, but I 
think it should work. 

From: Eck, Janet 
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Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 10:32:23 AM 
To: Culligan, Kevin; Steiner, Elyse 
Subject: New Draft 

Hi Kevin, Framework of my early thoughts attached. If you and Elyse can work out the Executive 
Summary elements, I will try to add some of the basic intro language. You can add and delete 
later as needed. Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Fri 4/28/2017 4:59:06 PM 
Re: Looks like we are making very good progress - thanks 

I see- I edited in the outline instead of the body. Should be fixed now, if you save/ 
refresh. 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:53:37 PM 

To: Culligan, Kevin; Eck, Janet 

Subject: Re: Looks like we are making very good progress- thanks 

Janet was going to fill that in with some boilerplate language about CBI in comments. 

Kevin, I think my section is nearly complete for now. I inserted a couple comments for 
you-- the "Does this apply to me?" didn't exist in the final CPP. I took the NAICS code 
tabie from the 111 (b) NSPS and some other ianguage/CFR citations and combined it 
with some applicability language from CPP. 

I'm going to step away for a few minutes, but can be reached on my cell any time. 

From: Culligan, Kevin 

Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:49:20 PM 
To: Eck, Janet; Steiner, Elyse 

Subject: Looks like we are making very good progress- thanks 

Trying to remember what the plan was for the section entitled: 

B. What should I consider as I prepare my comments for the EPA? 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:23 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: New Draft 
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FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Yes. Thanks! 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:20 PM 
To: Eck, Janet Culligan, Kevin :::QdJllil§!(!JS!:rtlJC!@!§fl~lQY::: 
Subject: Re: New Draft 

I can see that you & Kevin are in the document editing, so I think you are in the right place. Can 
you see in the upper right comer where it says "Share" and the number 3 people editing? 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:16:08 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: RE: New Draft 

Hi Elyse, I received a link to CPP Proposai.FR Notice4.21.17.draft.docx at 11:11 am. Am I in the 
wrong spot? I may need your help. Thanks. 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 11:17 AM 
To: Eck, Janet Culligan, Kevin <Q1!!Jl9.§!!JJSmLl!l@~~lQ.2!:> 
Subject: Re: New Draft 

You should both be getting a link to the document in a new CPP sharepoint folder 
named April 2017 Draft. Let me know if you don't get it or run into any problems, but I 
think it should work. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 10:32:23 AM 
To: Culligan, Kevin; Steiner, Elyse 
Subject: New Draft 

ED_0011318_00005502-00002 
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Hi Kevin, Framework of my early thoughts attached. If you and Elyse can work out the Executive 
Summary elements, I will try to add some of the basic intro language. You can add and delete 
later as needed. Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Drinkard, Andrea 
Fri 4/28/2017 3:50:08 PM 
Links to FR notices 

Andrea Drinkard 

Deputy Communications Director 

EPA Office of Air and Radiation 

Desk: 202.564.1601 

Cell: 202.236.7765 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex[Macpherson .Aiex@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Fri 4/28/2017 3:17:56 PM 
Re: Steiner, Elyse has shared 'CPP Proposai.FR Notice.4.21.17.draft' 

OK, I'll add him to the list of editors right now. 

Alex--let me know if you don't get it soon. 

Elyse 

From: Culligan, Kevin 

Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 11:16:23 AM 
To: Steiner, Elyse 

Cc: Macpherson, Alex 

Subject: FW: Steiner, Elyse has shared 'CPP Proposai.FR Notice.4.21.17.draft' 

Alex is also making edits, does he need anything more than the link to do so? 

From: Steiner, Elyse [mailto:no-reply@sharepointonline.com] 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 11:13 AM 
To: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Eck, Janet <Eck.Janet@epa.gov> 
Cc: Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov> 
Subject: Steiner, Elyse has shared 'CPP Proposai.FR Notice.4.21.17.draft' 
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To: 
From: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 

Sent: Fri 4/28/2017 3:17:27 PM 
Subject: RE: Steiner, Elyse has shared 'CPP Proposai.FR Notice.4.21.17.draft' 

I need permission ... can you also add Brian Keaveny. Brian is working on the E012866 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 11:16 AM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov> 
Cc: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Aiex@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Steiner, Elyse has shared 'CPP Proposai.FR Notice.4.21.17.draft' 

Alex is also making edits, does he need anything more than the link to do so? 

From: Steiner, Elyse (O]j~2JJ:Q:Iiill2!'L@~~~!!:lli2n!J[lli:l_:&Qill] 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 11:13 AM 
To: Culligan, Kevin Eck, Janet :::~~illo@~f@:£1Q'L> 
Cc: Steiner, Elyse <~'!!:"'di'J5~J:Jif.'!i5@~~QY> 
Subject: Steiner, Elyse has shared 'CPP Proposai.FR Notice.4.21.17.draft' 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan .Kevin@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Fri 4/28/2017 3:16:38 PM 
Re: New Draft 

You should both be getting a link to the document in a new CPP sharepoint folder 
named April 2017 Draft. Let me know if you don't get it or run into any problems, but I 
think it should work. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 10:32:23 AM 

To: Culligan, Kevin; Steiner, Elyse 

Subject: New Draft 

Hi Kevin, Framework of my early thoughts attached. If you and Elyse can work out the Executive 
Summary elements, I will try to add some of the basic intra language. You can add and delete 
later as needed. Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 

Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Harvey, Reid 

Sent: Fri 4/28/2017 2:52:06 PM 
Subject: Fwd: CPP - GHG NSPS abeyance orders 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Lifland, David" 
Date: April28, 2017 at 10:50:06 AM EDT 
To: "Haeuber, Richard" <tlf!&1!ll~till::_llilrill~~z<;>Y• 

"Wilson, Erika" 
Cc: "Harvey, Reid" 
Subject: CPP - GHG NSPS abeyance orders 

FYI- the DC Circuit just granted the motions for abeyance in both the CPP case and the 
GHG NSPS cases, but for 60 days rather than indefinitely. The Court has also ordered 
supplemental briefing by May 15 on whether the cases should be remanded to the Agency 
instead of being held in abeyance. The orders are attached. 

David Lifland I US EPA Clean Air Markets Division 

202-343-9151 office I 202-740-3830 cell 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Fri 4/28/2017 12:19:30 PM 
Re: CPP proposed repeal 

The list below does not include the RIA or other memos for FAR. 

As far as other procedural steps that have yet to be takenfE~·.-·5·-~-·D·~-iii~-~-~~ti"~-~--P~~-~~~~--i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·- L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 3:47:20 PM 
To: Culligan, Kevin 

Subject: RE: CPP proposed repeal 

List of Blue Foldci documents that I've identified so fai. I'll check with Ambci when she is back 
in the office next week if there are any others. 

•CCCCCCCC Action Memo 

•CCCCCCCC Comms Plan 

•CCCCCCCC Fact Sheet 

•CCCCCCCC FR Cover Form 

•CCCCCCCC FR Typeset Request 

ED_0011318_00005522-00001 
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•CCCCCCCC OGC Concurrence 

e[J[J[J[J[J[J[J[J Routing Slip 

•[[[J[J[J[J[J[J CRA Checklist (for final rules only, I think) 

The Action Memo has places for Tier, SAN, RIN, OMB review, and signature deadlines, among 
other missing information. 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Thursday, April27, 2017 10:24 AM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov>; Lamason, Bill <Lamason.Bill@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: CPP proposed repeal 

From: Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan 
Sent: Thursday, April27, 2017 10:01 AM 
To: Culligan, Kevin :::uJJ!!gru:LJS,~tillf~~!illY 
Subject: FW: CPP proposed repeal 

See attached. 

From: Schmidt, Lorie 
Sent: Friday, April21, 2017 4:27PM 

Dunham, Sarah To: Schwab, Justin <~j}y@QJJJilir!($~~2Y:> 
Cc: Zenick, Elliott :::tJ:m!l:jLtllLQ1J~~~~~g£1Y Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan <~lillJt~!::: 

Tsirigotis, Peter 

Subject: CPP proposed repeal 
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Attached are two versions of the draft FR notice to repeal the CPP 

• · "RLSO" shows the changes from the draft we sent you yesterday; 

•· "draft" is a clean version that can be given to Ryan Jackson. 

Both versions include Justin's edits and OAR's inserted material. 

Justin- would you like me to get hard copy to you or Ryan? 

Lorie 

ED_0011318_00005522-00003 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan 
Thur 4/27/2017 2:01 :06 PM 
FW: CPP proposed repeal 

See attached. 

From: Schmidt, Lorie 
Sent: Friday, April21, 2017 4:27PM 
To: Schwab, Justin <schwab.justin@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov> 
Cc: Zenick, Elliott <Zenick.Elliott@epa.gov>; Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan <Skinner
Thompson.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Page, Steve <Page.Steve@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter 
<Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov> 
Subject: CPP proposed repeal 

Attached are two versions of the draft FR notice to repeal the CPP 

• · "RLSO" shows the changes from the draft we sent you yesterday; 

•· "draft" is a clean version that can be given to Ryan Jackson. 

Both versions include Justin's edits and OAR's inserted material. 

Justin- would you like me to get hard copy to you or Ryan? 

Lorie 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Great. :) 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Tsirigotis, Peter 
Fri 4/21/2017 3:10:27 PM 
Re: executive order sections per discussion with Peter 

On Apr 21, 2017, at 11 :07 AM, Culligan, Kevin wrote: 

Alex did the 12866 section, he reviewed the Energy Order section and I've verbally walked 
him through the rest of it. I was going to send him and Reid whatever version Mike sends 
forward. 

From: Tsirigotis, Peter 
Sent: Friday, April21, 2017 11:04 AM 
To: Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: Re: executive order sections per discussion with Peter 

Make sure you share with Alex. 

On Apr 21, 2017, at 11 :01 AM, Culligan, Kevin wrote: 

Will call you 

<CPP Proposai.FR Notice.4.20.2017- with first draft of EO.docx> 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Tsirigotis, Peter 
Fri 4/21/2017 3:05:17 PM 
Re: executive order sections per discussion with Peter 

Now that I think of it, it's worth you giving Reid a call and filling him in on where we are. You 
can offer him a copy of this document. 

wrote: 

Will call you 

<CPP Proposal.FR Notice.4.20.2017- with first draft ofEO.docx> 
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To: Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Fri 4/21/2017 11:51:48 AM 
Subject: eo_12866_13563_042117 .docx 

Kevin 

Draft 12866/13563 write-up attached. Please feel free to comment/critique. 

Also, please tell me which other sections you want me to work on, so we can split up the work 
and finish on time 

Alex 

ED_0011318_00005543-00001 
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To: OAQPS SPPD GL[OAQPS_SPPD_GL@epa.gov]; Thompson, 
Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, 
Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Srivastava, Ravi[Srivastava.Ravi@epa.gov]; Pemberton, 
Wanda[Pemberton.Wanda@epa.gov]; Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov] 
From: Conner, Lisa 
Sent: Thur 4/20/2017 5:41:20 PM 
Subject: List of 13777 Projects.docx 

Per the discussion in the staff meeting, attached is the list of potential projects for EO 13 777. 
Please note that this list is currently not expected to be published broadly, so please do not 
distribute beyond the relevant staff. Also, it is a draft list that will be put forward to the 
Administrator, so it can change. 

As mentioned, I need your input or revisions by COB today. Thank you so much. 
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To: Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Thompson, Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; 
Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Cc: Mclamb, Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov] 
From: Conner, Lisa 
Sent: Mon 4/17/2017 6:53:22 PM 
Subject: Update from the Transition Team 

Hi Peter, Fred, and Kevin: 

I thought it would be good to send you a quick note of activities in the Agency related to 
transition, and we will update the GLs tomorrow as well. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

The Department of Commerce also held an open request for suggestions to streamline permitting 
and reduce regulatory burden in response to a presidential memo on the topic. Of the 170 
comments received by Commerce, many of them are related to EPA. OP will share pertinent 
comments with the program offices and coordinate a response to the president's memo. 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Lastly, the ADD meeting in Chicago has an agenda item to discuss all of the EOs and many are 
suggesting the Mike Koerber and Jim DeMocker give a talk. So, as a heads up ... Mike may look 
to us some time in the near future for input. 

That's more than enough for now! I will give you more updates as I hear more. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Tsirigotis, Peter 
Mon 4/17/2017 3:06:42 PM 
FW: CPP status check 

-----Original Message----
From: Schmidt, Lorie 
Sent: Sunday, April16, 2017 9:09AM 
To: Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov> 
Cc: Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: CPP status check 

OGC did a draft FR notice in two days right before the EO came out. I think your folks saw it and I think I 
ccd you when I sent it to Justin-/but I am not positive of either. 

Sent from my iPhone 

>On Apr 15,2017, at 11:22 AM, Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Sorry for the question, but what is Justin asking for? 2nd draft of what? 
> 
> 
»On Apr 15, 2017, at 11:17 AM, Schmidt, Lorie <Schmidt.Lorie@epa.gov> wrote: 
>> 
»Looping in Sarah Dunham and Peter Tsirigotis since OAR is the program lead. 
>> 
>>I will check with my staff on Monday to see where we are on drafting. I know they have been working 
on it. 
>> 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

1 Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process , 
;-·-::;·;:;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 

>> Sent from my iPhone 
>> 
»>On Apr 14, 2017, at 7:35PM, Schwab, Justin <schwab.justin@epa.gov> wrote: 
> > > ,·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

.-·-.?.~?.-.~-~9.9_t~~--~~.!l_q'{V __ b_C!YE?._§l_9.~9..9.1J.~~-!_l_ __________________________________ ~~-:.~.-~-.Q.~_I~.~':~~~i~~--~~?.-~.~-~-:;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·___l 
: Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i ! I 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

>>> 
>>> Please let me know where we are and how we're going to get to where we need to be. I am at your 
disposal, consistent with my other obligations, to help get this done and can stay as late as necessary M
W next week to help get this done. 
>>> 
>>> Sent from my iPhone 
>>> 
»»On Apr 13, 2017, at 11:58 AM, Schwab, Justin <schwab.justin@epa.gov> wrote: 
>>>> 
>>>> How's the second draft coming along? 
>>>> 
>>>> Sent from my iPhone 
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To: Jordan, Scott[Jordan.Scott@epa.gov] 
From: Jordan, Scott 
Sent: Thur4/13/2017 12:59:31 PM 
Subject: CPP and New Source Rule Litigation Update- EPA files reply briefs in further support of 
motions for abeyance of cases 

Yesterday, we filed reply briefs in further support of EPA's motions to hold the three 
Clean Power Plan related cases in abeyance. Copies of our reply briefs are attached. 

This completes the briefing on the abeyance motions, so we are now waiting for a ruling 
from the court. 

Scott Jordan 

Air and Radiation Law Office 

Office of General Counsel 

202-564-7508 
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Recent Actions on Regulatory Reform 

EMC Update- April4, 2017 

• Generally known as the "2 for 1" EO - requires EPA to modify or repeal two existing regulations for 
each new regulation proposed or finalized in FY17 and thereafter. 

• OMB guidance established that costs for final, significant rules in FY17 (after Inauguration Day) need 
to be fully offset by cost savings from modification or repeal of other regulations. 

• We also expect to get a regulatory budget for FY18 from OMB. 

• Implements and enforces regulatory reform, with goal of alleviating unnecessary regulatory burden. 
• Establishes a Regulatory Reform Officer (RRO) and a Regulatory Reform Task Force at each Agency. 

At EPA, the RRO is Samantha Dravis, and the members of the Task Force are Ryan Jackson, Byron 
Brown, Samantha Dravis, and Brittany Bolen. 

o The Task Force is to identify regulations that could be repealed, replaced, or modified because 
they are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective. 

o The Task Force must seek input from State, local, and tribal governments, small businesses, 
consumers, non-governmental organizations, and trade associations. 

o By May 26, the Task Force must provide a progress report to the Administrator. 
-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
; 
; 
; 
! Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

• This is the most recent EO, signed here at EPA last Tuesday. 
• Directs EPA to review the Clean Power Plan, related rules, and an Oil and Gas rule (the NSPS). 
• It also directs agencies to review existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, and policies that 

potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced energy resources. 
• By May 12, the Administrator must submit a plan for the review of existing regulations to OMB. 
• By late July, the Administrator must submit a draft final report detailing agency actions to review 

existing regulations that potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced energy 
resources. 

~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process ! 
! i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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• The goal of this EO is to ensure that federal infrastructure decisions are accomplished with maximum 
efficiency and effectiveness while respecting property rights and protecting public safety and the 
environment. 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

• Directs agencies to support expedited reviews of and approvals for proposals to construct or expand 
manufacturing facilities and reductions in regulatory burdens affecting domestic manufacturing. 

• Department of Commerce has the lead for the memo, and was directed to conduct outreach to 
stakeholders on the impact of Federal regulations on domestic manufacturing. They published a request 
for information in early March, with comments due this past Friday. Around 170 comments have been 
received, and Commerce has indicated many of them are related to EPA. 

• OP will be sharing those comments with the relevant program offices and coordinating the response to 
the Presidential Memo. 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Administrator Memo on Improved Management of Regulatory Actions 

• Sent from the Administrator to acting AAs and RAs on March 24. 
• Directs us to add more actions into the agency's regulatory management system (ADP Tracker) to 

provide senior leadership a more comprehensive understanding of the Agency's policymaking activities. 
• OP has been gathering additional information from Programs and Regions (e.g., on different types of 

petitions and permits) to inform upcoming guidance. 
,---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Ex-~·-·-s-·-·=·-·-o·eifll-Eirativ·e·-·-P-ro_c_e_s_s __________________________________________________ l 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Regulatory Agenda 

• The Agency is currently preparing the Regulatory Agenda, which comes out every spring and fall and 
highlights the regulations EPA expects to publish in the following year. 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i ! 

! Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

• Programs recently submitted information to OP, and discussions are underway with senior leadership on 
final submission to OMB. 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Unita::l States Court of App:Bis 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 15-1363 

State of West Virginia, et al., 

Petitioners 

V. 

Environmental Protection Agency and E. 
Scott Pruitt, Administrator, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, 

Respondents 

American Wind Energy Association, et al., 
Intervenors 

Consolidated with 15-1364, 15-1365, 
15-1366, 15-1367, 15-1368, 15-1370, 
15-1371, 15-1372, 15-1373, 15-1374, 
15-1375, 15-1376, 15-1377, 15-1378, 
15-1379, 15-1380, 15-1382, 15-1383, 
15-1386, 15-1393, 15-1398, 15-1409, 
15-1410, 15-1413, 15-1418, 15-1422, 
15-1432, 15-1442, 15-1451' 15-1459, 
15-1464, 15-1470, 15-1472, 15-1474, 
15-1475, 15-1477, 15-1483, 15-1488 

September Term, 2016 

EPA-80FR64662 
EPA-82FR4864 

Filed On: April28, 2017 

BEFORE: Garland*, Chief Judge, and Henderson, Rogers, Tatel, Brown, 
Griffith, Kavanaugh, Srinivasan, Millett, Pillard, and Wilkins, 
Circuit Judges 

ORDER 

Upon consideration of the joint motion of the Utility Air Regulatory Group and 
American Public Power Association and LG&E and KU Energy LLC to sever and 
consolidate, the oppositions thereto, the response to the joint motion, and the joint 
reply; the joint motion of Entergy Corporation, Westar Energy, Inc., and NorthWestern 
Corporation to sever and consolidate, the opposition thereto, the response to the 
motion, and the reply; the motion of National Association of Home Builders to sever and 
consolidate, the opposition thereto, the response to the motion, and the reply; 

* Chief Judge Garland did not participate in this matter. 
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Unita::l States Court of App:Bis 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 15-1363 September Term, 2016 

the motion of petitioners States of West Virginia, Texas, Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, 
Indiana, Kansas, Louisiana, Montana, Nebraska, New Jersey, Ohio, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming and the Arizona Corporation Commission, 
the State of Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality, and the State of 
Mississippi Public Service Commission to sever and consolidate, and the opposition 
thereto, and the response to the motion, and the reply; the motion of the State of North 
Dakota to sever and consolidate, the oppositions thereto, and the response to the 
motion, and the reply; the motion of Denbury Onshore, LLC to sever and consolidate, 
and the opposition thereto, and the response to the motion; the motion of Basin Electric 
Power Cooperative to sever and consolidate, and the opposition thereto, and the 
response to the motion; the motion of EPA to hold cases in abeyance, the response in 
support, the corrected opposition with supplement, the oppositions to the motion, and 
the reply, and in light of the vote by a majority of judges eligible to participate, it is 

ORDERED that the motion to hold the cases in abeyance be granted to the 
extent that these consolidated cases be held in abeyance for 60 days from the date of 
this order. EPA is directed to file status reports at 30-day intervals beginning 30 days 
from the date of this order. It is 

FURTHER ORDERED that the parties file supplemental briefs addressing 
whether these consolidated cases should be remanded to the agency rather than held 
in abeyance. The supplemental briefs are due at 4:00p.m. on May 15, 2017, and may 
not exceed 3,900 words if produced using a computer or 15 pages if typewritten or 
handwritten. To the extent possible, the parties are to file jointly. The court looks with 
extreme disfavor upon duplicative submissions. The parties are to hand-deliver 30 
paper copies of their submission to the court by the time and date due. It is 

FURTHER ORDERED that consideration of the motions to sever and 
consolidate be deferred pending further order of the court. 

Per Curiam 

FOR THE COURT: 
Mark J. Langer, Clerk 

BY: /s/ 

Page2 

Michael C. McGrail 
Deputy Clerk 
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Unita:l States Court of APrffiiS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 15-1381 

State of North Dakota, 

Petitioner 

v. 

Environmental Protection Agency, 

Respondent 

State of New Mexico, et al., 
Intervenors 

Consolidated with 15-1396, 15-1397, 15-1399, 
i5-i434, i5-i438, i5-i448, i5-i456, i5-i458, 
15-1463, 15-1468, 15-1469, 15-1481' 15-1482, 
15-1484, 16-1218, 16-1220, 16-1221, 16-1227 

September Term, 2016 

EPA-80FR64510 
EPA-81FR27442 

Filed On: April28, 2017 

BEFORE: Henderson, Srinivasan, and Pillard, Circuit Judges 

ORDER 

Upon consideration of respondent's motion to hold cases in abeyance, the response in 
support, the oppositions to the motion, and the reply, it is 

ORDERED that the motion to hold the cases in abeyance be granted to the extent that 
these consolidated cases be held in abeyance for 60 days from the date of this order. EPA is 
directed to file status reports at 30-day intervals beginning 30 days from the date of this order. It 
is 

FURTHER ORDERED that the parties file supplemental briefs addressing whether these 
consolidated cases should be remanded to the agency rather than held in abeyance. The 
supplemental briefs are due at 4:00 p.m. on May 15, 2017, and may not exceed 3,900 words if 
produced using a computer or 15 pages if typewritten or handwritten. To the extent possible, the 
parties are to file jointly. The court looks with extreme disfavor upon duplicative submissions. 
The parties are to hand-deliver paper copies of their submission to the court by the time and 
date due. 

Per Curiam 

FOR THE COURT: 
Mark J. Langer, Clerk 

BY: /s/ 
Michael C. McGrail 
Deputy Clerk 
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MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: Repeal of Carbon Dioxide Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric 
Utility Generating Units -TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

FROM: Sarah Dunham 
Acting Assistant Administrator (6101A) 

TO: Samantha Dravis, Associate Administrator 
Office of Policy (1803A) 

Attached is the proposed action, "Repeal of Carbon Dioxide Emission Guidelines for Existing 

Stationary Sg~!.~-~~-~.:§.!~.~!~.~~-_1J_t_i!.~t_y __ G_~_I!:~_r_a.:t_ip_g_\]_J!.~!~::.~.Thi~--?:~_t!.9.P.:.Q~9.P.Q.~.~~--!9._~~.P-~'!U!!~.-<:;!.~~1!._~9..'Y..~t-._·-·-·-·
Plan (CPP). i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i 

~~~~~ 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

The final action was developed under Tier [] procedures and has been reviewed by the Office of General 
Counsel. There are no outstanding agency issues with this action. 

Please submit this package for interagency review to the Office of Management and Budget under 
Executive Order 12866 and the Paperwork Reduction Act as soon as possible. 

Attachment 
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0 RAL ARGUMENT HELD SEPTEMBER 27, 2016 

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, ET AL., 

Petitioners, 

v. 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., 

Respondents. 

--------------------------------~) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No. 15-1363 (and 
consolidated cases) 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF EPA'S MOTION TO 
HOLD CASES IN ABEYANCE 

INTRODUCTION 

Two months after his inauguration, the President of the United States issued an 

Executive Order directing the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to 

immediately take all steps necessary to review the Clean Power Plan, the Rule at issue 

in these cases. The Executive Order also instructs EPA to, if appropriate and as soon 

as practicable, publish for notice and comment a proposed rule suspending, revising, 

or rescinding the Clean Power Plan. 

EPA immediately followed the direction of the Executive Order, as it must, by 

announcing its initiation of review of the Clean Power Plan and potential forthcoming 
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rulemaking. As a result of these very consequential developments, further judicial 

proceedings are unwarranted at this time. Therefore, EPA immediately requested that 

these cases be held in abeyance to avoid unnecessary adjudication or interference with 

the current administrative process. 

Respondent-Intervenors request that this Court "resolve legal issues that will 

define certain boundaries of any new rulemaking." State and Municipal Respondent-

Intervenors' Opposition ("State Opp.") at 12. But it is not the proper role of this 

Court to try to shape a potential forthcoming rulemaking through an advisory 

opinion, particularly where doing so would intrude upon EPA's authority to interpret 

and implement a statute it administers and upon a new Administration's authority to 

change legal and policy positions. Abeyance will thus avoid an advisory opinion on 

issues that may become moot, preserve the integrity of the administrative process, and 

conserve judicial resources. 

ARGUMENT 

I. The Executive Order and Current Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Warrant Abeyance. 

The Executive Order and EPA's current review of the Clean Power Plan and 

advanced notice of potential forthcoming rulemaking provide compelling grounds for 

abeyance. Intervenors offer no persuasive reasons for denying the motion. 

2 

ED_0011318_00005566-00002 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To begin with, Intervenors misconstrue the Executive Order and EPA's notice 

in asserting that EPA has presented this Court with "nothing more than [a] vague 

intent to review the Clean Power Plan," without providing "any indication of the 

contours of this review" or its speed. State Opp. at 4-10. The Executive Order 

specifically directs EPA to "immediate!J take all steps necessary to review" the Clean 

Power Plan. Executive Order § 4 (emphasis added). And EPA followed this directive 

posthaste, announcing hours after the issuance of the Executive Order that "it is 

reviewing the Clean Power Plan" and described "the review of the [Rule] that EPA is 

initiating todqy." 82 Fed. Reg. 16,329, 16,329, 16,330 (Apr. 4, 2017) (emphasis added). 

EPA has been directed to review the Clean Power Plan for consistency with the 

policies set forth in the Executive Order. Executive Order§ 4; 82 Fed. Reg. at 

16,329-30. Accordingly, EPA has made clear that its review "will follow each of the 

principles and policies set forth in the Executive Order, as consistent with EPA's 

statutory authority" and has articulated the factors that will guide its review. 82 Fed. 

Reg. at 16,330. Thus, EPA's review is not tentative or equivocal, and the review is 

being conducted within the confines of the Executive Order and in accordance with 

the Clean Air Act. 

Intervenors' suggestion that EPA's abeyance motion is untimely because it 

follows briefing and oral argument is likewise misplaced. See State Opp. at 1-2. A 

new administration is perfectly entitled to consider a change in policy course, even if 

there is pending litigation over the particular policy matter. See Motor Vehicle Mfrs. 

3 
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Ass'n v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 59 (1983) ("A change in 

administration brought about by the people casting their votes is a perfectly 

reasonable basis for an executive agency's reappraisal of the costs and benefits of its 

programs and regulations.") (Rehnquist, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part). 

Here, the Executive Order and concomitant required review process constitute 

transformative developments rendering the present claims unfit for further judicial 

proceedings at this time. 

EPA filed its abeyance motion at the earliest opportunity, and the fact that this 

litigation may be at a relatively advanced stage is immaterial. Abeyance would 

"protect the agency's interest in crystallizing its policy before that policy is subjected 

to judicial review and the court's interest in avoiding unnecessary adjudication." Am. 

Petroleum Inst. v. EPA, 683 F. 3d 382, 387 (internal quotation marks and citation 

omitted) (D.C. Cir. 2012). See also Devia v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 492 

F.3d 421, 423-28 (D.C. Cir. 2007) (dismissing challenge to agency action following 

merits briefing and supplemental briefing). 1 Here, the Agency's policy with respect to 

the Clean Power Plan is under review and issues concerning the Rule are unfit for 

1 As Devia demonstrates, Intervenor States' contention that there is "no precedent 
for holding a case in abeyance for such a lengthy and open-ended period at such a late 
stage in the Court's proceedings" is incorrect. States' Opp. at 9. In Devia this 
Court-following full briefing-placed a challenge to a Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission licensing decision in open-ended abeyance, fully recognizing that such 
abeyance period could last a period of years. 492 F.3d at 424; see also Case No. 05-
1419, ECF No. 1667424 (reflecting that Devia remains in abeyance 10 years later). 

4 
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further judicial proceedings. 2 

Intervenors' insinuation that EPA's motion has been submitted for the 

inappropriate purpose of "staving off'' judicial review is unfounded. See State Opp. at 

7. EPA has moved for abeyance in good faith, recognizing that the Executive Order, 

ongoing review of the Rule, and advanced notice of potential rulemaking proceedings 

are significant developments that render Petitioners' present claims unfit for 

adjudication at this time. EPA's request for a deferral of further proceedings is 

appropriate and should be granted. 

II. Abeyance Will Conserve Judicial Resources. 

There should also be no doubt that postponing judicial review will conserve 

judicial resources of this Court as well as the Supreme Court. Contrary to 

Intervenors' assertions, the present litigation is far from any end point, even if it were 

to proceed. See, Public Health and Environmental Organizations' Opposition 

("Envtl. Opp.") at 10 (asserting that the abeyance motion was filed at the "latest 

possible moment in this case."). Many Petitioners have requested supplemental 

briefing for the purpose of addressing EPA's denial of their reconsideration petitions. 

Moreover, any decision by this Court would almost certainly generate substantial 

2 EPA appreciates a case may sometimes become unfit for further review after the 
expenditure of party and court resources, but sunk costs, no matter how large, do not 
warrant an unnecessary judicial adjudication which may interfere with ongoing 
administrative proceedings and needlessly result in the further expenditure of 
resources. 

5 
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additional briefing in the form of possible petitions for reconsideration and almost

certain petitions for writ of certiorari. In this circumstance, EPA would likely be 

compelled to take a position on the Clean Power Plan while the Rule is being 

reviewed by the Agency. Abeyance would avoid compelling the United States to 

represent the current Administration's position on substantive questions that are 

being considered in an ongoing administrative process. Proceeding with the litigation 

would prejudice EPA as it would likely be unable to represent the Administration's 

conclusive position, and could call into question the integrity of the administrative 

proceedings. 

Intervenors speculate that if certain issues "are not decided now, the Court will 

face them again in the future." Envtl. Opp. at 13. Whether any given issue will 

remain relevant will depend upon exactly what EPA does following its current 

administrative review, the basis for that action, and how that action affects interested 

parties. If the Court does face some of the same issues in the future, those issues 

might well be presented in a completely different context and posture, with potentially 

different administrative interpretations supporting EPA's legal judgments and a 

different administrative record supporting revised scientific conclusions. 

Intervenors suggest this Court should "resolve legal issues that will define 

certain boundaries of any new rulemaking." State Opp. at 12. However, it is not the 

proper role of this Court to try to shape forthcoming potential rulemaking through an 

advisory opinion. Nor is it the proper role of this Court to weigh in on issues 

6 
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prematurely just because it might face them again in a different context. Cf. Chamber 

of Commerce v. EPA. 642 F.3d 192, 199 (D.C. Cir. 2011) (noting that federal courts 

are "without authority to render advisory opinions" (internal quotation marks and 

citation omitted)). Further, as this Court has acknowledged, because EPA's 

interpretations of the Clean Air Act are afforded significant deference, "[i]t is more 

consistent with the conservation of judicial resources to make that deference-bound 

review after the agency has finalized its application of the relevant statutory text," 

which here will occur following the conclusion of EPA's review of the Rule, and, if 

appropriate, further administrative proceedings. Am. Petroleum Inst., 683 F.3d at 

389. 

Intervenors' reliance on the recent decision of the Supreme Court to continue 

proceedings in National Ass'n of Manufacturers v. Department of Defense, Case No. 

16-299 (Apr. 3, 2017), see States Opp. at 11, is misplaced. That decision does not 

support the proposition that federal courts should issue advisory opinions on 

statutory questions for the purpose of shaping future agency proceedings. In that 

case, the Supreme Court has granted certiorari to decide whether judicial review of an 

EPA Clean Water Act rule properly resides in the courts of appeals or district courts. 

Importantly, the merits of EPA's rule are not before the Supreme Court, and the 

Court's decision to proceed with resolving the proper judicial forum under the Clean 

Water Act judicial review provision has little relevance here. This case presents no 

such judicial forum question. 

7 
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Intervenors' reliance on Chlorine Chemistry Council v. EPA, 206 F.3d 1286, 

1290 (D.C. Cir. 2000) is likewise misplaced. See State Opp. at 13. That case did not 

involve an "analogous situation": it did not even involve a request for abeyance. 

There, EPA conceded a challenged action was defective and moved for vacatur. The 

Court then denied that request because vacatur would not provide the petitioners with 

an adequate remedy. 

III. The Supreme Court's Stay Did Not Deprive This Court of Authority to 
Manage This Docket Efficiently and Resolved the Balance of Hardships. 

Contrary to Intervenors' argument, Envtl. Opp. at 5-1 0; State Opp. at 7, the 

Supreme Court's decision to stay the Rule did not in any way deprive this Court of its 

inherent authority to efficiently manage its docket by holding the claims in abeyance. 

The "power to stay proceedings is incidental to the power inherent in every court to 

control the disposition of the causes on its docket with economy of time and effort 

for itself, for counsel, and for litigants." Landis v. N. Am. Co., 299 U.S. 248, 254 

(1936). Nothing in the Supreme Court's stay order withdrew this power from this 

Court. The Supreme Court's stay order precluded EPA from enforcing its Rule; it did 

not restrict this Court's discretion to manage its docket. 

Nor does section 705 of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. § 705, 

provide Intervenors with any credible argument for opposing a stay. See Envtl. Opp. 

at 7-8. Section 705 broadly authorizes courts to stay an action pending judicial review 

(and consistent with that authority the Supreme Court stayed the Rule), but in 

8 
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providing such authorization, section 705 contains no restrictions on the Court's 

docket management power, nor preclude the ability of this Court to hold in abeyance 

challenges to an agency rule previously stayed by the Supreme Court. Cf. Mexichem 

Specialty Resins. Inc. v. EPA, 787 F.3d 544, 562 (D.C. Cir. 2015) (noting that section 

705 of the AP A authorizes courts to stay agency rules pending judicial review without 

any time limit on the duration of the stay) (Kavanaugh, J., dissenting in part); Portland 

CementAss'n v. EPA, 665 F.3d 177,189 (D.C. Cir. 2011) (stayingCAArequirements 

applicable to clinker storage piles pending EPA reconsideration). 

Intervenors also mischaracterize the nature of the Supreme Court's stay 

decision. See Envtl. Opp. at 5-8. The Supreme Court entered a stay after applying 

the traditional stay factors, including evaluating Petitioners' likelihood of success on 

the merits, the balance of hardships and the public interest. Thus, there is no reason 

to conclude the Supreme Court would be troubled by the stay remaining in place 

pending EPA Rule reconsideration. Furthermore, because the balance of hardships 

was considered by the Supreme Court in considering whether a stay should be 

entered, the Supreme Court's decision to enter a stay has resolved that inquiry in favor 

of Petitioners. 3 

3 As this Court has explained, the inquiry into hardship largely relates to "the degree 
and nature of the regulation's present effect on those seeking reliif." Devia, 492 F.3d at 
427 (quoting Toilet Goods Ass'n v. Gardner, 387 U.S. 158, 164 (1967)) (emphasis in 
original). And here, Petitioners support abeyance. 

9 
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CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, for the reasons set forth above and in EPA's opening motion, 

EPA's Motion to Hold Cases in Abeyance should be granted. 

DATED: April12, 2017 

Of Counsel: 

Scott J. Jordan 
United States Environmental 

Protection Agency 
Office of General Counsel 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20460 

Respectfully submitted, 

BRUCE S. GELBER 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 

BY: /s/ Eric G. Hostetler 
ERIC G. HOSTETLER 
NORMAN L. RAVE,JR. 
BRIAN H. L YNK 
AMANDA SHAFER BERMAN 
CHLOE H. KOLMAN 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Environmental Defense Section 
P.O. Box 7611 
Washington, D. C. 20044 
Phone: (202) 305-2326 
Email: eric.hostetler@usdoj .gov 
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

I hereby certify that this motion complies with the requirements of Fed. R. 

App. P. Rule 27(d)(2) because it contains approximately 2,134 words according to the 

count of Microsoft Word and therefore is within the word limit of 2,600 words. 

Dated: April 12, 2017 
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Is! Eric G. Hostetler 
Counsel for Respondent 
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I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing Reply in Support of EPA's Motion 

to Hold Case in Abeyance have been served through the Court's CM/ECF system on 

all registered counsel this 12th day of April, 2017. 
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ORAL ARGUMENT NOT YET SCHEDULED 

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA, ET AL., ) 
) 

Petitioners, ) 
) 

v. ) 
) 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL ) 
PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., ) 

) 
Respondents. ) 

--------------------------~) 

No. 17-1014 (and 
consolidated cases) 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF EPA'S MOTION 
TO HOLD CASES IN ABEYANCE 

Two months after his inauguration, the President of the United States issued an 

Executive Order directing the Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") to 

immediately take all steps necessary to review the Clean Power Plan - the underlying 

rule at issue in these cases, which challenge EPA's denial of petitions for 

administrative reconsideration of the rule ("the Denial Action"). The Executive 

Order also instructs EPA to, if appropriate and as soon as practicable, publish for 

notice and comment a proposed rule suspending, revising, or rescinding the Clean 

Power Plan. 

EPA immediately followed the direction of the Executive Order, as it must, by 

announcing its initiation of review of the Clean Power Plan and potential forthcoming 

1 
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rulemaking. As a result of these very consequential developments, further judicial 

proceedings in these cases challenging EPA's related Denial Action are unwarranted 

at this time. Therefore, EPA immediately requested that these cases be held in 

abeyance to avoid unnecessary adjudication or interference with the current 

administrative process. Abeyance will thus avoid an advisory opinion on issues that 

may become moot, preserve the integrity of the administrative process, and conserve 

judicial resources. 

ARGUMENT 

The Executive Order, EPA's current review of the Clean Power Plan, and 

advanced notice of potential forthcoming rulemaking provide compelling grounds for 

abeyance. Intervenors offer no persuasive reasons for denying the motion. 

A new administration is perfectly entitled to consider a change in policy course, 

even if there is pending litigation over the particular policy matter. See Motor Vehicle 

Mfrs. Ass'n v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 59 (1983) ("A change in 

administration brought about by the people casting their votes is a perfectly 

reasonable basis for an executive agency's reappraisal of the costs and benefits of its 

programs and regulations.") (Rehnquist, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part). 

Here, the Executive Order and concomitant required review process constitute 

transformative developments rendering the present claims unfit for further judicial 

proceedings at this time. Abeyance would "protect the agency's interest in 

crystallizing its policy before that policy is subjected to judicial review and the court's 
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interest in avoiding unnecessary adjudication." Am. Petroleum Inst. v. EPA, 683 F. 3d 

382, 387 (D.C. Cir. 2012) (internal quotation omitted); see also Devia v. Nuclear 

Regulatory Comm'n, 492 F.3d 421,423 (D.C. Cir. 2007) (dismissing challenge to 

agency action following merits briefing and supplemental briefing). The Agency's 

policy with respect to the Clean Power Plan is under review, so issues concerning the 

Rule - and petitions to reconsider that Rule - are unfit for further judicial 

proceedings. 

Intervenors' brief arguments in opposition do not undermine this bedrock 

principle of judicial restraint and judicial economy. First, Intervenors' argument that 

the abeyance is inappropriate because the Executive Order represents the "mere 

initiation of a 'nascent review,"' creating only an "indeterminate possibility of 

initiating a new rulemaking," misconstrues the terms of the Executive Order. See 

Movant Respondent-Intervenor Public Health and Environmental Organizations' 

Opposition ("Int. Opp."), ECF No. 1669771, at 4. The Executive Order specifically 

directs EPA to "immediate!J take all steps necessary to review" the Clean Power Plan. 

Executive Order § 4 (emphasis added). And EPA followed this directive posthaste, 

announcing hours after the issuance of the Executive Order that "it is reviewing the 

Clean Power Plan" and describing "the review of the [Rule] that EPA is initiating 

todqy." 82 Fed. Reg. 16,329, 16,329,16,330 (Apr. 4, 2017) (emphasis added). 

EPA has been directed to review the Clean Power Plan for consistency with 

the policies set forth in the Executive Order. Executive Order § 4; 82 Fed. Reg. at 
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16,329-30. Accordingly, EPA has made clear that its review "will follow each of the 

principles and policies set forth in the Executive Order, as consistent with EPA's 

statutory authority" and has articulated the factors that will guide its review. 82 Fed. 

Reg. at 16,330. Thus, EPA's review is not tentative or equivocal, and the review is 

being conducted within the confines of the Executive Order and in accordance with 

the Clean Air Act. 

Second, Intervenors' contention that proceeding to litigation could resolve legal 

issues that "would be relevant in any future regulatory action related to the Clean 

Power Plan" is speculative and ignores the proper role of a reviewing court. See Int. 

Opp. at 4. Whether any given issue will remain relevant will depend upon exactly 

what EPA does following its current administrative review, the basis for that action, 

and how that action affects interested parties. If the Court does face some of the 

same issues in the future, those issues might well be presented in a completely 

different context and posture, with potentially different administrative interpretations 

supporting EPA's legal judgments and a different administrative record supporting 

revised scientific conclusions. 

Likewise, it is not the proper role of this Court to try to shape forthcoming 

potential rulemaking through an advisory opinion. Nor is it the proper role of this 

Court to weigh in on issues prematurely just because it might face them again in a 

different context. Cf. Chamber of Commerce v. EPA. 642 F.3d 192, 199 (D.C. Cir. 

2011) (noting that federal courts are "without authority to render advisory opinions" 
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(internal quotation omitted)). Further, as this Court has acknowledged, because 

EPA's interpretations of the Clean Air Act are afforded significant deference, "[i]t is 

more consistent with the conservation of judicial resources to make that deference

bound review after the agency has finalized its application of the relevant statutory 

text," which here will occur following the conclusion of EPA's review of the Rule, 

and, if appropriate, further administrative proceedings. Am. Petroleum Inst., 683 

F.3d at 389. 

Moreover, there is no doubt that postponing judicial review here will conserve 

judicial resources. As Intervenors concede, "litigation of the petitions in No. 17-1014 

is in its earliest stages with no briefing schedule set and relatively little investment of 

time and resources by the parties or the Court." Int. Opp. at 5. The parties and the 

Court should not be forced to expend resources to prepare, file, and argue briefs in 

this matter where no briefing has yet begun and where EPA is already reviewing the 

Clean Power Plan and has announced potential administrative proceedings. In 

addition, holding these cases in abeyance would preserve judicial resources by 

obviating the need for the Court to rule on the pending motions to sever certain of 

these petitions and consolidate them instead with the original Clean Power Plan 

proceedings in West Virginia v. EPA. See. e.g., ECF Nos. 1663047, 1668921, 

1668929, 1668952, 1670187. 

Intervenors' further insinuation that EPA's abeyance request is improper 

because the abeyance would be "indefinite" is unsupported. Int. Opp. at 4. The fact 
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that the requested abeyance will continue until EPA has concluded its administrative 

proceedings is not improper, even where the full length of the abeyance is not yet 

known. In Devia, for example, this Court - following full briefing - placed a 

challenge to a Nuclear Regulatory Commission licensing decision in open-ended 

abeyance, fully recognizing that such abeyance period could last a period of years. 492 

F.3d at 424; see also Case No. 05-1419, ECF No. 1667424 (reflecting that Devia 

remains in abeyance 10 years later). 

Finally, Intervenors would not be harmed by the abeyance, regardless of its 

duration. Intervenors do not allege, and cannot demonstrate, any prejudice arising 

from a delay of these petitions challenging the Denial Action, which Intervenors 

support. Whatever Intervenors' contentions as to the effects of an abeyance in related 

challenges, a delay in adjudication of the EPA's Denial Action itself would have no 

effect on Intervenors' interests. Intervenors admit as much in their response, in 

which they express support for a delay in briefing of the Denial Action until the Court 

rules in West Virginia v. EPA. Int. Opp. at 5-6. Meanwhile, the petitioners whose 

administrative petitions were denied, and who seek relief from this Court, support 

abeyance. See Petitioners' & Movant Petitioner-Intervenors' Response in Support, 

ECF No. 1670432. 

On the other hand, abeyance would avoid compelling the United States to 

represent the current Administration's position on substantive questions that are 

being considered in an ongoing administrative process. Proceeding with the litigation 
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would prejudice EPA as it would likely be unable to represent the Administration's 

conclusive position, and could call into question the integrity of the administrative 

proceedings. Given the prejudice to the United States, and in the absence of 

prejudice to any party seeking relief from the Court, see Devia, 492 F.3d at 427 

(explaining that the inquiry into hardship largely relates to the "the degree and nature 

of the regulation's present effect on those seeking reliif' (emphasis in original)), EPA's 

request for an abeyance should be granted. 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, for the reasons set forth above and in EPA's opening motion, 

EPA's Motion to Hold Cases in Abeyance should be granted. 

DATED: April 12, 2017 

Of Counsel: 

Scott J. Jordan 
United States Environmental 

Protection Agency 
Office of General Counsel 

Respectfully submitted, 

BRUCE S. GELBER 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 

BY: Is! Eric G. Hostetler 
ERIC G. HOSTETLER 
CHLOE H. KOLMAN 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Environmental Defense Section 
P.O. Box 7611 
Washington, D. C. 20044 
Phone: (202) 305-2326 
Email: eric.hostetler@usdoj .gov 
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1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20460 
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

I hereby certify that this motion complies with the requirements of Fed. R. 

App. P. Rule 27(d)(2) because it contains approximately 1,451 words according to the 

count of Microsoft Word and therefore is within the word limit of 2,600 words. 

Dated: April 12, 2017 
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Is! Eric G. Hostetler 
Counsel for Respondent 
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I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing Reply in Support of EPA's Motion 

to Hold Cases in Abeyance have been served through the Court's CM/ECF system 

on all registered counsel this 12th day of April, 2017. 
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ORAL ARGUMENT REMOVED FROM CALENDAR 

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA, ET AL., 

Petitioners, 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No. 15-1381 (and 
consolidated cases) 

v. 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY, 

Respondent. 

--------------------------------~) 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF EPA'S MOTION TO 
HOLD CASES IN ABEYANCE 

INTRODUCTION 

Two months after his inauguration, the President of the United States 

issued an Executive Order directing the Environmental Protection Agency 

("EPA" or the "Agency") to immediately take all steps necessary to review the 

111 (b) Rule1 at issue in these cases. The Executive Order also instructs EPA 

to, if appropriate and as soon as practicable, publish for notice and comment a 

proposed rule suspending, revising, or rescinding the 111 (b) Rule. 

1 This Reply uses the same short forms and acronyms introduced by EPA's 
motion. Seegeneral!J Notice of Executive Order, EPA Review of Rule and 
Forthcoming Rulemaking and Motion to Hold Cases in Abeyance, ECF No. 
1668276 ("Motion") (filed March 28, 2017). 
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EPA immediately followed the direction of the Executive Order, as it 

must, by announcing its initiation of review of the 111 (b) Rule and potential 

forthcoming rulemaking. As a result of these very consequential developments, 

further judicial proceedings are unwarranted at this time. Therefore, EPA 

immediately requested that these cases be held in abeyance to avoid 

unnecessary adjudication or interference with the current administrative 

process. 

Respondent-Intervenors urge this Court to continue judicial proceedings 

and "provide clarity to EPA should it in fact seek to revise the Rule."2 But it is 

not the proper role of this Court to try to shape a potential forthcoming 

rulemaking through an advisory opinion, particularly where doing so would 

intrude upon EPA's authority to interpret and implement a statute it 

administers and upon the new Administration's authority to change legal and 

policy positions. Abeyance will thus avoid an advisory opinion on issues that 

may become moot, preserve the integrity of the administrative process, and 

conserve judicial resources. 

2 Opposition of State Intervenors to EPA's Motion to Hold Cases in Abeyance, 
ECF No. 1669738 ("State Opp."), at 2. See also Respondent-Intervenor Public 
Health and Environmental Organizations' Opposition to Motion to Hold 
Cases in Abeyance, ECF No. 1669762 ("Envt'l Opp."). 
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ARGUMENT 

I. The Executive Order and Current Review of the 111(b) Rule 
Warrant Abeyance. 

Contrary to Respondent-Intervenors' claims, the Executive Order, 

EPA's current review of the 111 (b) Rule, and its advanced notice of 

forthcoming rulemaking provide compelling grounds for abeyance. These are 

substantial new developments that relate directly to the subject matter of this 

litigation. Abeyance would allow EPA to properly conduct its review and any 

forthcoming rulemaking in accordance with the terms of the Executive Order 

and its obligations under the Clean Air Act, without continuing at this time 

with further judicial proceedings that may interfere with the current 

administrative process. 

Environmental Respondent-Intervenors suggest that EPA's abeyance 

motion is "late" because it was filed after the completion of briefing and three 

weeks before the scheduled oral argument. Envt'l Opp. at 6. But as all parties 

are well aware, the current Administration took office on January 20, 2017, cifter 

all of the parties' proof briefs had been filed and oral argument had been 

scheduled. See ECF No. 1632712 (briefing schedule order); ECF No. 1649008 

(order scheduling argument). A new administration is perfectly entitled to 

consider a change in policy course, even if there is pending litigation over the 

particular policy matter. See Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n v. State Farm Mutual 
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Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 59 (1983) ("A change in administration brought 

about by the people casting their votes is a perfectly reasonable basis for an 

executive agency's reappraisal of the costs and benefits of its programs and 

regulations.") (Rehnquist, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part). Here, 

the Executive Order and concomitant required review process constitute 

transformative developments on the matter at issue in these cases, rendering 

the present claims unfit for further judicial proceedings at this time. 

EPA filed its abeyance motion at the earliest opportunity, and the fact 

that this litigation may be at a relatively advanced stage is immaterial. Abeyance 

would "protect the agency's interest in crystallizing its policy before that policy 

is subjected to judicial review and the court's interest in avoiding unnecessary 

adjudication." Am. Petroleum Inst. ("API") v. EPA, 683 F.3d 382, 387 (D.C. 

Cir. 2012); see also Devia v. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n, 492 F.3d 421 (D.C. 

Cir. 2007) (dismissing challenge to agency action as not ripe following merits 

briefing and supplemental briefing). 3 In short, the Agency's policy with respect 

to the 111 (b) Rule is under review and issues concerning the Rule are unfit for 

further judicial proceedings. 

3 EPA appreciates a case may sometimes become unfit after the expenditure of 
party and court resources, but sunk costs, no matter how large, do not warrant 
an unnecessary judicial adjudication which may interfere with ongoing 
administrative proceedings and needlessly result in the further expenditure of 
resources. 
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II. Abeyance Will Conserve Judicial Resources. 

There should also be no doubt that postponing judicial review will 

conserve judicial resources. Denying this motion as Respondent-Intervenors 

suggest would require the parties to argue, and this Court to hear argument of 

and then consider, numerous issues that may be rendered entirely moot by the 

outcome of EPA's review and further rulemaking proceedings. Abeyance 

would avoid compelling the United States to represent the current 

Administration's position on substantive questions that are being considered in 

an ongoing administrative process. Proceeding with the litigation and requiring 

the United States to prematurely opine on issues under review by the new 

Administration would prejudice EPA and could raise questions concerning the 

integrity of administrative proceedings. 

Respondent-Intervenors speculate that if the issues raised by Petitioners' 

and Petitioner-Intervenors' filed briefs are not decided now, "[those issues] are 

likely to return in any future rulemaking and subsequent litigation." State Opp. 

at 8; see also Envt'l Opp. at 10-12. Whether any given issue will remain 

relevant will depend upon exactly what EPA does following its current 

administrative review, the basis for that action, and how that action affects 

interested parties. If the Court does face some of the same issues in the future, 

those issues might well be presented in a completely different context and 

posture, with potentially different administrative interpretations supporting 
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EPA's legal judgments and a different administrative record supporting revised 

scientific conclusions. 

In any event, this Court should not weigh in on issues prematurely just 

because it might face them again in a different context, as doing so would 

amount to nothing more than an advisory opinion. Cf. Chamber of Commerce 

v. EPA. 642 F.3d 192, 199 (D.C. Cir. 2011) (noting that federal courts are 

"without authority to render advisory opinions") (internal quotation and 

citation omitted). Further, as this Court has acknowledged, because EPA's 

interpretations of the Clean Air Act are afforded significant deference, "[i]t is 

more consistent with the conservation of judicial resources to make that 

deference-bound review after the Agency has finalized its application of the 

relevant statutory text," which here will occur following the conclusion of 

EPA's review of the Rule, and, if appropriate, further administrative 

proceedings. API, 683 F.3d at 389. 

III. Respondent-Intervenors Would Not Be Prejudiced by an 
Abeyance. 

State Respondent-Intervenors do not claim hardship from the deferral 

of further judicial proceedings, other than a desire for "clarity." State Opp. at 

2. Environmental Respondent-Intervenors, for their part, contend that 

granting abeyance would cause them prejudice because it would "leave a long-

sought rule in legal limbo." Envt'l Opp. at 17. However, these concerns are 
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wholly insufficient to demonstrate meaningful harm, whereas the continuance 

of judicial proceedings raises the real prospect of prejudicing EPA and the 

current administrative process. Respondent-Intervenors cannot demonstrate 

any prejudice to their interests from granting an abeyance, and further judicial 

proceedings should be deferred. 4 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, for the reasons set forth above and in EPA's opening 

motion, EPA's Motion to Hold Cases in Abeyance should be granted. 

DATED: April 12, 2017 

Respectfully submitted, 

BRUCE S. GELBER 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 

BY: /s/ Brian H. Lvnk 
BRIAN H. LYNK 
CHLOE H. KOLMAN 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Environmental Defense Section 
P.O. Box 7611 
Washington, D. C. 20044 
Phone: (202) 514-6187 
Email: brian.lynk@usdoj.gov 

4 Respondent-Intervenors claim EPA "may abandonO its planned review," 
citing the circumstances of Mississippi v. EPA, 744 F.3d 1334 (D.C. Cir. 2013). 
State Opp. at 7-8; see also Envt'l Opp. at 9. However, the review of the 111(b) 
Rule is current and ongoing, not tentative or planned. Any suggestion that 
EPA would abandon this review is speculative and contradicts EPA's decision 
to adhere to the specific review terms of the Executive Order. 
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Of Counsel: 

Scott J. Jordan 
United States Environmental 

Protection Agency 
Office of General Counsel 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20460 
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

I hereby certify that this motion complies with the requirements of Fed. 

R. App. P. Rule 27(d)(2) because it contains approximately 1332 words 

according to the count of Microsoft Word and therefore is within the word 

limit of 2,600 words. 

Dated: April 12, 2017 
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Is! Brian H. Lvnk 
Counsel for Respondent 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing Reply in Support of EPA's 

Motion to Hold Cases in Abeyance have been served through the Court's 

CM/ECF system on all registered counsel this 12th day of April, 2017. 
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Is! Brian H. Lvnk 
Counsel for Respondent 
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Regulatory Updates- April2017 

Recently Signed Rules 

A final rule concerning the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) Electronic Reporting 
Requirements was signed 3/29/17. The EPA is amending the electronic reporting requirements for the 
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam 
Generating Units (also known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS)) to allow for the 
temporary submission, through 6/30/18, of certain reports using the portable document file (PDF) format 
and to correct inadvertent errors. This extension will allow the EPA the necessary time to develop, 
implement, and test the code necessary so that all MATS reports required to be submitted electronically 
can be submitted using the Emissions Collection and Monitoring Plan System Client Tool (ECMPS). 
This action is scheduled to publish in the Federal Register on 4/6/17. 

Recently Published Rules 

A Notice of Requests for Approval of an Alternative Means of Emission Limitation at Chevron 
Phillips Chemical Company LP was signed 3/14/17, and published in the Federal Register 4/4/17, at 
82 FR 16392. This action provides public notice and solicits comment on the alternative means of 
emission limitation request from Chevron Phillips Chemical Company LP (CP Chem), requested under 
the Clean Air Act, to operate a multi-point ground flare (MPGF) at their new ethylene plan in Baytown, 
Texas, and an MPGF at their new polyethylene plant in Old Ocean, Texas. Comments must be 
received on or before 5/4/17. 

The Information Collection Request Submitted to OMB for Review and Approval; Comment 
Request; Compliance Assurance Monitoring Program notice was signed 3/15/17, and published in 
the Federal Register 3/30/17, at 82 FR 15705. The EPA has submitted an information collection 
request (ICR), "Compliance Assurance Monitoring Program," (40 CFR part 64) (EPA ICR No. 1663.09, 
OMB Control No. 2060-0376), to the Office of Management and Budget for review and approval in 
accordance with the Paperwork Reduction Act. This is a proposed extension of the ICR, which is 
currently approved through 3/31/17. Public comments were previously requested via the Federal 
Register (81 FR 44860) on 7/11/16, during a 60-day comment period. This notice allows for an 
additional 30 days for public comments. Additional comments may be submitted on or before 5/1/17. 

The Proposed Information Collection Request; Comment Request; National Volatile Organic 
Compound Emission Standards for Consumer Products (Renewal) notice was signed 2/24/17, and 
published in the Federal Register 3/22/17, at 82 FR 14714. The EPA is planning to submit an 
information collection request (ICR), "National Volatile Organic Compound Emission Standards for 
Consumer Products (40 CFR part 59, subpart C) (Renewai), OiviB Controi No. 2060-0348, EPA iCR 
No. 1764.07," to the Office of Management and Budget for review and approval in accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. Before doing so, the EPA is soliciting public comments on specific aspects of 
the proposed information collection. This is a proposed extension of the ICR, which is currently 
approved through 6/30/17. Comments must be submitted on or before 5/22/17. 

A notice announcing the Withdrawal of Proposed Rules: Federal Plan Requirements for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Electric Utility Generating Units Constructed on or Before 
January 8, 2014; Model Trading Rules; Amendments to Framework Regulations; and Clean 
Energy Incentive Program Design Details was signed 3/28/17, and published in the Federal 
Register 4/3/17, at 82 FR 16144. The EPA is withdrawing the 10/23/15, proposals for a federal plan to 
implement the greenhouse gas emission guidelines (EGs) for existing fossil fuel-fired electric 
generating units, for model trading rules for implementation of the EGs, and for amendments to the 
Clean Air Act 111 (d) framework regulations, and the 6/30/16, proposed rule concerning design details 
of the Clean Energy Incentive Program. 
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A notice announcing Review of the Clean Power Plan was signed 3/28/17, and published in the 
Federal Register 4/4/17, at 82 FR 16329. The EPA announces that it is reviewing and, if appropriate, 
will initiate proceedings to suspend, revise, or rescind the Clean Power Plan (80 FR 64662, 10/23/15). 

A notice announcing Review of the Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
From New, Modified, and Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Generating Units was 
signed 3/28/17, and published in the Federal Register 4/4/17, at 82 FR 16330. The EPA announces 
that it is reviewing and, if appropriate, will initiate proceedings to suspend, revise, or rescind the 
Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions From New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Generating Units (80 FR 64510, 10/23/15). 

A notice announcing Review of the 2016 Oil and Gas New Source Performance Standards for 
New, Reconstructed, and Modified Sources was signed 3/28/17, and published in the Federal 
Register 4/4/17, at 82 FR 16331. The EPA announces that it is reviewing the 2016 Oil and Gas New 
Source Performance Standards and, if appropriate, will initiate proceedings to suspend, revise, or 
rescind this rule (81 FR 35824, 6/3/16). 

ED_0011318_00005495-00002 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Lamason, Bill 
Wed 4/12/2017 12:18:43 PM 
Can we talk before 9? 

I was not invited to the meeting so just ensuring that's the plan.[~--~~:-~~--~~~~-~~-~~~~j-~~-~-i~~~~J 
r···-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E·x·:·s··:·-Perso.nii"-Privacy·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·iAlso would like to talk abouti·~~---~-~-~~;~~~~;·;·;i~;~~-! 
C_o_o_o_o_o_o_o~_o_o_o_o_o_o_o~o~o~o-~-o;o_~~-~~-~~-~r~~j~~o~y-_-_-_-_-~---_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_] Thanks! Bill L ................................... J 

ED_0011318_00005578-00001 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To: Hambrick, Amy[Hambrick.Amy@epa.gov]; Barnett, Keith[Barnett.Keith@epa.gov]; Cozzie, 
David[Cozzie.David@epa.gov]; Dunkins, Robin[Dunkins.Robin@epa.gov]; French, 
Chuck[French.Chuck@epa.gov]; Fruh, Steve[Fruh.Steve@epa.gov]; Lamason, 
Biii[Lamason.Bill@epa.gov]; Lassiter, Penny[Lassiter.Penny@epa.gov]; Schell, 
Bob[Scheii.Bob@epa.gov] 
Cc: Conner, Lisa[Conner.Lisa@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Mclamb, 
Marguerite[Mclamb.Marguerite@epa.gov]; Pemberton, Wanda[Pemberton.Wanda@epa.gov]; 
Srivastava, Ravi[Srivastava. Ravi@epa.gov]; Thompson, Fred[Thompson. Fred@epa.gov] 
From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Mon 4/10/2017 12:59:31 PM 
Subject: FW: April 2017 Tiering Exercise 

Please let me know the names of anyone interested in participating on any of the following work 
groups by COB Tuesday, 4/19. Thanks. 

From: Farrar, Wanda 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 6:21 PM 
Subject: April 2017 Tiering Exercise 

Following you will find the actions being tiered for the month of April. Please review the attached tiering 
actions to identify whether your office would like to participate. You should provide the title and SAN of the 
rule, as well as, the workgroup participant's name to me by Wednesday, April19, 2017. Thanks. 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Zenick, Elliott[Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov] 
Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Dunkins, Robin 
Thur 4/6/2017 3:27:48 AM 
Re: Your voicemail 

I will look for time tomorrow. 

Robin Dunkins, Leader 
Natural Resources Group 
OAR/OAQPS/SPPD 
RTP, NC 27711 
Office: 919-541-5335 
Cell: 919-605-1178 

On Apr 5, 2017, at 9:19AM, Zenick, Elliott 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 
i ! 

I Ex. 5 -Attorney Client I 

i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Dunkins, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 9:09AM 
To: Zenick, Elliott <f:Jmi<~till!W~:llibm~e 
Cc: Culligan, Kevin <~WJJ'lli!~~:ml~NcWY 
Subject: Re: Your voicemail 

Ex. 5 -Attorney Client 

Robin Dunkins, Leader 

Natural Resources Group 

ED_0011318_00005600-00001 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

OAR/OAQPS/SPPD 

RTP, NC 27711 

Office: 919-541-5335 

Cell: 919-605-1178 

wrote: 

~---E-;c-~---s---=--Atto-r-ney---ciie-ni-1 
!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

From: Dunkins, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 8:59AM 
To: Zenick, Elliott -::.~m._ujsjtJJJ:Qll{fili~~'Y: 

Cc: Koerber, Mike 
Subject: Fwd: Your voicemail 

Culligan, Kevin 

FYI. No word on what happened with Waste Management meeting. 

Robin Dunkins, Leader 

Natural Resources Group 

OAR/OAQPS/SPPD 

RTP, NC 27711 

Office: 919-541-5335 

Cell: 919-605-1178 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Brooks, Becky" 

ED_0011318_00005600-00002 
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Date: AprilS, 2017 at 8:43:35 AM EDT 
To: "Dunkins, Robin" 
Subject: Your voicemail 

Hi Robin - I received your voicemail. We have not heard anything about this past 
Friday's meeting w/Waste Management. OLEM was not invited to participate, 
and the Special Assistant that we work closely with in the AO was also asked not 
to attend. If I should hear anything, I will let you know. 

ED_0011318_00005600-00003 
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To: Cozzie, David[Cozzie.David@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Fruh, 
Steve[Fruh .Steve@epa .gov] 
From: Mclamb, Marguerite 
Sent: Wed 4/5/2017 7:12:00 PM 
Subject: Re: Review of Oil and Natural Gas Sector.docx 

David, 

Thanks for sending_ this and weighing in on the aQproachJ""Ex~·-s-·~·-o-efiil"e-r .. ative-·Process-·] 
r--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E-x .-·-·g-·-·=-·-·o·eri iie-raii v€~!"-·-·Fi=r:,o=ce'5'5"'"'"'"'"'"'_ .............. ,_.1 

t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Best, 

Marguerite 

From: Cozzie, David 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 2:45PM 
To: ~v~cLamb, ~v~arguerite; Culligan, Kevin; Fruh, Steve 

Subject: Review of Oil and Natural Gas Sector.docx 

All, 

David 

ED_0011318_00005602-00001 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dunkins, Robin[Dunkins.Robin@epa.gov] 
Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Zenick, Elliott 
Wed 4/5/2017 1:19:04 PM 
RE: Your voicemail 

~-------------------Ex:--s---=--Atto-rn-ey--c-rienr-----------------1 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

From: Dunkins, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 9:09AM 
To: Zenick, Elliott <Zenick.Elliott@epa.gov> 
Cc: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Your voicemail 

We've only discussed within our group and very general discussion at division level. The table 
Nick and Andy developed and requested OGC insight outlines the issues and we have a position 
we would recommend on each item but we haven't briefed that up the chain. 

We've started discussions on impact of EO on climate rules, however, that focus is just on CPP, 
111b, and oil and gas. 

Robin Dunkins, Leader 

Natural Resources Group 

OAR/OAQPS/SPPD 

RTP, NC 27711 

Office: 919-541-5335 

Cell: 919-605-1178 

ED_0011318_00005607-00001 
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From: Dunkins, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 8:S9 AM 
To: Zenick, Elliott ::~~11~;KJ:Jl!Qlli~llih~l£~ 

Cc: Koerber, Mike 
Subject: Fwd: Your voicemail 

Culligan, Kevin 

FYI. No word on what happened with Waste Management meeting. 

Robin Dunkins, Leader 

Natural Resources Group 

OAR/OAQPS/SPPD 

RTP, NC 27711 

Office: 919-S41-S33S 

Cell: 919-60S-1178 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Brooks, Becky" 
Date: AprilS, 2017 at 8:43:3S AM EDT 
To: "Dunkins, Robin" 
Subject: Your voicemail 

Hi Robin - I received your voicemail. We have not heard anything about this past 
Friday's meeting w/Waste Management. OLEM was not invited to participate, and the 
Special Assistant that we work closely with in the AO was also asked not to attend. If I 
should hear anything, I will let you know. 

ED_0011318_00005607-00002 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Harvey, Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov] 
Callaghan, Caitlin 
Mon 4/3/2017 5:05:18 PM 
RE: FR notices on CPP 

Thanks ... haven't had a chance to check yet today, so that helps a lot! 

Caitlin 

Caitlin A Callaghan, PhD/JD 
Chemical Engineer, Transmission Permitting & Technical Assistance Division 
Program Lead, Electricity Policy Technical Assistance Program 
Office of Electricity Delivery & Energy Reliability I U.S. Department ofEnergy 
1000 Independence Ave, SW I Washington, DC 20585 
202.287.6345 office 1240.477.0478 mobile 1202.586.1472 fax 
caitlin.callaghan@hq.doe.gov I http://www.oe.energy.gov 

Media Inquiries: Contact the Office of Public Affairs at (202) 586-4940 or 
DOENews@hq.doe.gov. 

From: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov> 
Sent: Monday, April3, 2017 12:58:48 PM 
To: Callaghan, Caitlin 
Cc: Harvey, Reid 

Subject: FR notices on CPP 

Caitlin, 

Two notices announcing our review of both the Ill (b) and (d) rules will be in the FR 
tomorrow. You can read them in the pre-release version today: weblink 
(h1~mlliw.l~::ni~~&LW@lil2l~!!l.fiP~~I1}L_(;Jm~)- scroll down to EPA. 

In today's FR we published a withdraw! of the October 15,2015, Federal Plan/Model rule 
proposal-lliW~~~~~.W~lliY~K~~~LG~~la~~~~~~~ 

ED_0011318_00005614-00001 
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Hope this helps. 

Kevin 
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To: Zenick, Elliott[Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov]; Marks, Matthew[Marks.Matthew@epa.gov]; Vijayan, 
Abi[Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov]; Conrad, Daniel[ conrad .daniel@epa.gov]; Jordan, 
Scott[Jordan.Scott@epa.gov]; Schmidt, Lorie[Schmidt.Lorie@epa.gov]; Culligan, 
Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Lifland, David[Lifland.David@epa.gov] 
Cc: Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan[Skinner-Thompson .Jonathan@epa.gov] 
From: Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan 
Sent: Mon 4/3/2017 2:11:18 PM 
Subject: Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan has invited you to 'CPP Review' 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Macedonia, Jennifer 
Thur 3/30/2017 1 :28:30 PM 
FW: State Officials Respond to Trump's Climate Executive Order 

In case you missed it.. 

From: Mulholland, Denise 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 4:15PM 
To: OAR-OAP-CPPD-SLB <OAROAPCPPDSLB@epa.gov>; Snyder, Carolyn 
<Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov>; Moss, Jacob <Moss.Jacob@epa.gov>; Bryson, Joe 
<Bryson.Joe@epa.gov>; Conlin, Beth <Conlin.Beth@epa.gov>; Sharpe, Kristinn 
<Sharpe.Kristinn@epa.gov>; Sherry, Christopher <Sherry.Chris@epa.gov>; Macedonia, 
Jennifer <macedonia.jennifer@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: State Officials Respond to Trump's Climate Executive Order 

FYI-

From: Georgetown Climate Center [ffi~QJ:;lim~~_@y'U}~:Q.§!Q:i'l!l.~b!] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 4:00PM 
To: Mulholland, Denise 
Subject: State Officials Respond to Trump's Climate Executive Order 

State Officials Respond to Trump's Executive Order that 
Seeks to Reverse Federal Climate Policy 

Following yesterday's executive order by President Donald Trump that directs a review of the 
Clean Power Plan and rescinds other federal actions that sought to curb carbon pollution and 
prepare for climate change impacts, many states pledged to continue moving forward with their 
leadership on climate, clean energy, and adaptation. 

ED_0011318_00005634-00001 
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Governors, attorneys general, and other senior state officials from 19 states and the District of 
Columbia reaffirmed their commitment to climate action. See the link below to statements from 
senior officials representing California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, 
Hawaii, Iowa, Illinois, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota, New Mexico, New York, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, and Washington. 

The Georgetown Climate Center is tracking responses to the executive order on our website. 

About Trump;s Executive Order 

The executive order: 

• Directs EPA to review- and revise or rescind- the Clean Power Plan, a rule to reduce 
carbon pollution from existing power plants, as well as a companion rule to reduce carbon 
pollution from new power plants. 

• Reverses requirements that agencies consider the risks posed by climate change to their 
missions, programs and facilities, which will undermine the ability of the federal government 
to prepare for future impacts. 

• Directs the Council on Environmental Quality to rescind its guidance on incorporating 
consideration of climate change into environmental reviews under the National 
Environmental Policy Act. 

• Directs EPA to review- and revise or rescind- its rule on reducing methane emissions from 
new sources in the oil and gas industry. 

• Recinds the federal government's "social cost of carbon" metric. 
• Lifts all moratoria on federal land coal leasing activities. 

ED_0011318_00005634-00002 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Ashley, Jackie 
Wed 3/29/2017 5:12:46 PM 
FW: News Clips - March 29, 2017 

Jackie Ashley- US EPA- Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards- 919-541-7664- ashley.jackie@epa.gov 

From: Bremer, Kristen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29,2017 12:50 PM 
Subject: News Clips- March 29, 2017 

News Clips- March 29,2017 

Executive Order 

Paris Agreement 

ED_0011318_00005643-00001 
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In Science 

Budget 

Opinion 

... And in Happier News 

The big announcement is over. What 
happens now? 

ED_0011318_00005643-00002 
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President Trump never uttered the words "climate change" yesterday as he snuffed out former 
President Obama's plans to curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

Speaking at U.S. EPA headquarters, flanked by coal executives and their employees, Trump said 
the "energy independence" executive order would usher in a "new era of energy" that would 
eliminate federal overreach, shower the country with wealth and put miners back to work. The 
president singled out the Clean Power Plan, Obama's rule to curb emissions from the power 
sector, as the greatest regulatory threat to coal miners. 

"We are going to have clean coal, really clean coal. We are going to cancel job-killing 
regulations - by the way, regulations not only of this industry but every industry. We are going 
to have safety, clean water and clean air, but so many [regulations] are unnecessary, and so many 
are job-killing," Trump said. 

"You know what this is?" Trump asked the miners as he prepared to sign the order. "You are 
going back to work. Ready?" 

That neither Trump nor EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt, Vice President Mike Pence, Energy 
Secretary Rick Perry or Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke, nor any of the two dozen lawmakers or 
industry leaders in the EPA Map Room mentioned climate change yesterday was not a 
coincidence. The executive order is the latest and most sweeping step in the administration's 
unabashed effort to weaken or eliminate federal efforts to study climate science, curb carbon and 
protect vulnerable parts of the United States from flooding and sea-level rise. 

In addition to rolling back the Clean Power Plan, the order targets EPA and Bureau of Land 
Management regulations on methane emissions from the oil and gas sector. It reopens BLM 
regulations on hydraulic fracturing, eliminates Obama's Climate Action Plan and cuts down 
federal calculations of the social cost of greenhouse gas emissions. The Department of Energy, 
Trump said, will have a role in fostering employment in the energy sector. 

"Together, we will create millions of American jobs, also so many energy jobs, and really lead to 
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unbelievable prosperity all throughout our country, and Rick Perry is going to have a lot to do 
with that," he said. 

'People need to see mines reopening' 

The order stands to reinforce the idea that Trump is deeply suspicious of climate science, even as 
his advisers seek to soften his past statements about its being a conspiracy by the Chinese and 
Democrats. 

White House press secretary Sean Spicer was asked yesterday during the White House daily 
briefing if Tmmp still believes that climate change is a hoax. Spicer didn't dispute it. Instead, he 
said the president would talk about "the climate and what he believes" when he signed 
yesterday's order. That didn't happen. 

"He does not believe that, as I mentioned at the outset, that there is a binary choice between job 
creation, economic growth and caring about the environment," Spicer said. "I think, at the end of 
the day, where we should be focusing on is making sure that all Americans have clean water, 
clean air, and that we do what we can to preserve and protect our environment." 

The president's focus on coal yesterday harked back to promises he had made for more than a 
year to reopen coal mines and put workers in hard hats and reflective stripes back to work. The 
order yesterday began a countdown to making those promises real. Announcing the end of a rule, 
which miners detest, is one thing. Putting them back to work is another. 

Many experts say there's no easy way to resuscitate Appalachian coal towns, which face bigger 
challenges than government regulations, like plentiful and cheap natural gas. Spicer said 
yesterday that the administration hasn't estimated how many jobs might be created by rolling 
back the Clean Power Plan. 

Earlier this week, a senior administration official acknowledged that several pressures "conspire" 
to affect the coal industry, with regulations being just one of them. The president doesn't 
influence all of them, but he will do his part to make government a better friend to coal, the 
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official said. 

The question is whether that's enough. Miners were happy yesterday, but if they continue to feel 
as if the dice are weighted against them, some of them might begin to see Trump as just another 
Washington politician. 

"I think people need to see mines reopening," said Glen Bolger, a Republican pollster. "There's 
risk in everything in politics. You can't deliver on everything. But you have to deliver enough 
things." 

States plan to fight 

Actually rolling back the Clean Power Plan will likely be a multi-month process, blighted by 
legal challenges if EPA tries to get rid of the rule without putting in a replacement. That is 
because the agency is under a legal obligation to act, first because greenhouse gases are an air 
pollutant, and second because those greenhouse gases endanger public health and welfare, said 
Steven Silverman, a former EPA attorney under President Obama. 

"Leaving nothing in place I don't think is a legal option, so long as the endangerment finding 
stands," said Silverman. 

He noted that EPA has a lot of discretion to weigh cost, feasibility and lead time while writing 
regulations but would still have to account for facts already compiled in the administrative 
record that were used to justify the creation of current regulations. 

"There would be legal ways to adopt significantly less stringent standards to pass legal muster. I 
can think of some, but I don't want to tell them," Silverman said. 

Though the Trump administration has singled out the Clean Power Plan as a main culprit in 
killing coal jobs, Silverman pointed out that the Obama administration saw at least the new 
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source standard for power plants as a "lifeline, not an albatross," for the coal industry. 

"It's a technology that captures emissions, it can put those C02 captured emissions to product 
use, for enhanced oil recovery for example, or safely sequestered. It's a way for that industry to 
coexist with a world that is trying to cope with climate change," he said. 

New York Attorney General Eric Schneiderman (D) said his office would oppose efforts by 
Trump's Department of Justice to freeze the case currently residing in the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit, as instructed by the executive order. 

"We intend to oppose any effort to hold in abeyance the litigation to defend the Clean Power 
Plan and any effort to roll it back," Schneiderman told reporters yesterday. 

Predictable reactions from right and left 

In the hours before Trump made his first appearance at the agency, EPA headquarters closed its 
shades in preparation for the president's arrival, as heightened security patrolled the grounds. 
Staff mulled the consequences of the administration's recent actions on the agency. 

"People are just keeping their doors shut. The president coming here is a deliberate stick in our 
eye," said one employee, who worked in enforcement of the Clean Water Act but declined to 
give his name. 

"Keep calm and carry on is the mantra," said another EPA staffer. "Hopefully, everything will 
get straightened out," she added. 

Fossil fuel leaders cheered the order. 
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"Today's action by President Trump calls on his administration to review existing federal agency 
policies that have held back American energy production, rescinding rules that have limited our 
economic growth with little benefit," Independent Petroleum Association of America President 
Barry Russell said in a statement. 

The reactions on Capitol Hill, meanwhile, underscored the partisan divisions on climate change. 
Republicans in energy-rich states celebrated the administration's hands-off approach to fossil 
fuel development. They represent industries that for years have suggested that Obama's actions 
symbolize a social prejudice against oil and coal. 

"After eight years of radical environmental policies from the White House, we now have a 
president focused on bringing coal jobs back," said Rep. Evan Jenkins (R-W.Va.). 

Democratic argued that Trump's move would only introduce uncertainty into the business 
environment and would do nothing to create an economic boost. Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D
R.I.) predicted that the regulatory rollback would be unlikely to survive court challenge, 
particularly as Pruitt plans to keep the Obama-era endangerment finding for carbon intact. 

"I don't think he has a lot of real running room rather than to delay for a bit and wait for that 
litigation," said Whitehouse. "They're playing with fire here, and I think they're going to find that 
they'll be burning their fingers." 

In the evening, scores of environmental activists gathered in front of the White House to 
condemn the executive order. Holding up signs demanding clean air and climate justice, they 
criticized the administration for rolling back clean energy initiatives that boosted both local 
economies and health, saying that the order provided businesses with a green light to pollute. 

Sen. Ed Markey (D-Mass.), who also attended the rally, encouraged the public to fight Trump 
and the "Big Oil cartel." 

"Today, Donald Trump did not sign an executive order. He signed a declaration of war against a 
clean energy revolution, against climate change as a science," he said, adding that the order was 
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a symptom of climate denial, rather than a step toward energy security. 

"[W]e know what his formula is on climate change: Deny, delay, defund- and it will create a 
disaster for the entire planet," said Markey. 

Laura Anderko, director of Georgetown University's Mid-Atlantic Center for Children's Health 
and the Environment, said that the Clean Power Plan would have saved 300,000 sick days a year 
if implemented through 2030, as well as prevented 90,000 asthma attacks in children on an 
annual basis. 

"We need to help the administration understand that clean air means good health," she said. 

Trump lawyers ask court to halt climate 
rule case 

Trump administration attorneys are asking an appeals court to hold off on ruling on whether the 
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Clean Power Plan is legal. 

In a filing late Tuesday, attorneys notified the court that President Trump had signed an 
executive order earlier that day asking the EPA to consider repealing the climate change 
regulation, and that EPA administrator Scott Pruitt had officially started that process. 
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Given those circumstances, the Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia should put a pause 
on proceedings until the new regulatory process for potential repeal is complete, they said. 

"The Clean Power Plan is under close scrutiny by the EPA, and the prior positions taken by the 
agency with respect to the rule do not necessarily reflect its ultimate conclusions," the Justice 
Department attorneys wrote. 

"EPA should be afforded the opportunity to fully review the Clean Power Plan and respond to 
the president's direction in a manner that is consistent with the terms of the executive order, the 
Clean Air Act, and the agency's inherent authority to reconsider past decisions. Deferral of 
further judicial proceedings is thus warranted," they said. 

The appeals court is considering a lawsuit filed by a coalition of conservative states, energy 
companies, business interests and others, who sued to stop the rule in 2015 after the Obama 
administration finalized it. Pruitt, who was Oklahoma's attorney general at the time, was one of 
the leading challengers. 

Ten of the court's justices heard oral arguments in September in the case, and could rule any day 
on whether the limits on carbon dioxide emissions for power plants are legal and constitutional. 

But Trump's Tuesday order effectively flips the government's position from defending the rule 
to opposing it. 

The court is not obligated to heed the Trump administration's request. And even though the EPA 
is nearly certain to repeal the rule, the court could still uphold it. 

Additionally, environmental groups, Democratic states and other supporters of the regulation 
may ask the court to continue its proceedings, with the rule's supporters acting to defend it. 

Trump's Tuesday order was wide-ranging, targeting not just the Clean Power Plan, but nearly all 
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ofObama's executive actions and regulations on climate change. 

Trump order scrambles epic legal 
standoff 

President Tmmp's executive order aimed at scrapping Obama-era climate actions scrambles 
existing iitigation and sets the stage for high-stakes courtroom batties to come. 

The Obama administration's signature effort to address climate change is squarely in the order's 
crosshairs. U.S. EPA must review the Clean Power Plan- which seeks to slash greenhouse gas 
emissions from power plants- and work to revise or withdraw it as needed to support Tmmp's 
goal of bolstering domestic energy production. 

The Justice Department has already asked an appeals court to halt litigation over the mle. In a 
filing last night, government lawyers argued that the case should be paused while EPA considers 
the executive order. 

"EPA should be afforded the opportunity to fully review the Clean Power Plan and respond to 
the President's direction in a manner that is consistent with the terms of the Executive Order, the 
Clean Air Act, and the agency's inherent authority to reconsider past decisions," DOJ told the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. "Deferral of further judicial 
proceedings is thus warranted." 

Supporters of the regulation have limited short-term options to combat the move but have 
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promised aggressive opposition of any action EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt takes to roll back 
the key feature ofObama's climate legacy. 

Tmmp's order comes after years of mlemaking and litigation over the Clean Power Plan, which 
was finalized in 2015 and promptly challenged by a slew of states, coal companies, utilities and 
industry groups. The Supreme Court in early 2016 stepped in to freeze the mle while the 
litigation moved forward. 

Ten judges from the D.C. Circuit last year waded through briefs from hundreds of parties to the 
litigation and heard hours of oral arguments during a fiery September showdown. Supporters and 
opponents of the rule have been on the lookout since then for a decision from the court, but 
yesterday's executive order could derail a mling. 

"The question is, what will the court do, given the fact that [the litigation has] taken this long?" 
said former DOJ attorney James Rubin, now at Dorsey & Whitney. "But the answer is: Who the 
hell knows? You can predict what courts will do, but the Clean Power Plan has been nothing but 
unpredictable." 

Quick action 

In the near term, supporters of the Clean Power Plan have limited options to battle Tmmp's 
order. 

Supporters of the mle are positioned to oppose DOJ's request to pause the litigation. 
Environmental and public health groups, along with states and a group of power companies, 
have intervened in the case to defend the mle. 

"It is very unusual if not unprecedented for there to be a case to be litigated this long based on an 
administrative record this full that goes all the way up to an en bane hearing at an appellate court 
and then one of the parties says, 'Well, we don't want a decision after all,"' New York Attorney 
General Eric Schneiderman (D) said in a call with reporters yesterday. "That is something that is 
extraordinarily unusual, so we would seek a ruling from the D.C. Circuit." 
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New York is one of more than a dozen states that intervened in support of the rule. 

Natural Resources Defense Council attorney David Doniger said environmental groups are on 
the same page, vowing to oppose DOJ's attempt to freeze the litigation. 

New York Assistant Attorney General Michael Myers, who argued for the rule in court last fall, 
noted that this would not be the first time intervenors have carried on defense of a government 
action an administration no longer supports. 

Environmental lawyers defended the Clinton-era Forest Service "roadless rule" after the George 
W. Bush administration announced plans to reconsider it, and they played a similar role after the 
Bush administration walked away from an enforcement case against Duke Energy Corp. 

In more recent action, environmental intervenors have moved to continue litigation over the 
Obama-era hydraulic fracturing rule, even though the Trump administration has announced plans 
to roll back the regulation. The groups have argued that legal questions over the Interior 
Department's authority over fracking must be answered by the court regardless of whether a rule 
exists March 16). 

Rubin, the former DOJ lawyer, noted that the court may be inclined to grant the Trump 
administration's request to put the Clean Power Plan litigation on hold because courts don't like 
issuing "advisory opinions." 

"While these are fascinating legal issues, they are all contextual," he said. "The issue of 
deference [to EPA's Clean Air Act interpretations] is an important issue in a vacuum, but you 
really have to look at the regulation you're talking about. So I would be surprised if the court, 
being told EPA was going to change the rule, would want to then issue an opinion on the old 
rule." 
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Plus, he noted, Clean Power Plan supporters could be playing a dangerous game in pushing for a 
final decision that could end up being unfavorable to them. 

"You could argue that it's really important to know whether EPA has the authority to go beyond 
the fenceline of the plant ... but to what end?" he said. "Because EPA's not going to do that 
anytime soon. 

"And if you make that argument and you lose, then EPA can't do that in the future," he 
continued, "whereas if the court doesn't rule at all and EPA changes the rule, then the hope is 
when EPA turns back to a Democratic administration, if ever, you can try that again." 

Challenging the EO? 

A more daring, if far-fetched, approach to battling Trump's assault on the Clean Power Plan 
would be a challenge to the executive order itself. 

While such presidential actions are typically off-limits to judicial review, lawyers opposing 
Trump's recent immigration orders scored quick legal success as courts froze the administration's 
new travel restrictions. 

Court watchers note, however, that yesterday's order is a different animal, with extensive 
regulatory proceedings on the horizon before having practical effects for the climate rule. 
Indeed, the directive is couched in qualifiers, telling EPA to rescind or revise the rule "if 
appropriate" and "to the extent permitted by law." 

Case Western Reserve University law professor Jonathan Adler argued that the order is likely 
not ripe for a court to review. 

"I don't think they really have too many options," he said in an email, referring to rule 
supporters. "They could try to file something preemptively (as was done with the Trump 
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regulatory EO), but I don't think any such action is ripe yet." 

Environmental attorney Sean Donahue, who is helping to defend the rule, seemed to agree, 
noting that the order "doesn't have any legal effect" on the regulation. 

"So I wouldn't foresee any challenges to the EO as to those regulations -just as there have been 
no lawsuits challenging Donald Trump's general statements about the CPP," he said in an email. 

Doniger, the NRDC lawyer, said he needed to study the order more before commenting on 
whether environmental groups will seek to challenge it directly. 

"It's truly possible that somebody goes in there and sues over the executive order and tries to 
make a big deal about it," Rubin said. "I don't think they're likely to get the kind of stay or 
litigation success you saw in the immigration case. It's a totally different context." 

Playing the long game 

Clean Power Plan supporters' most powerful legal tools lie in future challenges to EPA's actions. 

After the agency completes its review of the rule and goes through a rulemaking process to 
rescind or replace it, supporters of the Obama administration's plan can challenge the final 
decision. 

Richard Revesz, director of the Institute for Policy Integrity at New York University School of 
Law, said in a statement that "this is the first move of a long chess game that will take years to 
unfold, and future moves will be far more challenging." 

If the agency opts not to replace the Clean Power Plan, environmentalists, states and allies will 
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point to legal precedent in Massachusetts v. EPA, in which the Supreme Court ruled that EPA 
has authority to regulate greenhouse gases, coupled with the agency's subsequent finding that 
greenhouse gases threaten human health. 

"Given the case law and the statutory stmcture and various Supreme Court decisions, we are 
very confident that EPA cannot just dismantle the Clean Power Plan and leave nothing in its 
place," Schneiderman said. "It has to have regulations in place on greenhouse gases, and one 
way or another, we're going to make sure that happens." 

Rumors have circulated that Pmitt plans to attempt to roll back his agency's endangerment 
finding for greenhouse gases, but Tmmp's executive order did not address the issue. 

ClearView Energy Partners analyst Christi Tezak noted that while simply scrapping the Clean 
Power Plan would offer industry quick regulatory certainty, Trump's EPA may be inclined to 
instead craft a less stringent regulation that could make it tougher for a future administration to 
build on. 

"Do they take the strategy of saying we don't need a mle altogether, which would still leave the 
risk, albeit in the future, that somebody comes down and creates a new regulation?" she asked. 
"Or do you make the attempt to fill that gap with something ... and just do it in such a way that 
makes it really hard for a greener-leaning administration to modify it without congressional 
help?" 

Any attempt by EPA to replace the Clean Power Plan with a softer mle would also face legal 
challenges by groups that say such an effort would likely fall short of the agency's obligation to 
address greenhouse gases. 

"We will use every step in the administrative process to block these rollbacks," Doniger said. 

Schneiderman noted that an extensive administrative record supports Obama's approach, and any 
attempt to weaken that would have to justify a departure from a trove of existing public 
comments, research and agency determinations that support the Clean Power Plan's approach, 

ED_0011318_00005643-00015 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

plus new comments submitted during the rulemaking process to rescind the rule. 

Opponents of the rule, meanwhile, have argued that EPA could take a simpler approach to 
undoing the Clean Power Plan - sidestepping reconsideration of the meat of the rule and instead 
agreeing with challengers that the regulation is beyond the scope of the Clean Air Act. 

Some have argued that the rule is barred by what's known as a "legislative glitch" in which the 
House and Senate passed two different versions of Clean Air Act amendments in 1990. 
According to one interpretation of the amendments, EPA cannot regulate power plants with the 
Clean Power Plan because it already regulates power plants under another section of the law 

""""''"'11'11'"-' Feb. 10). 

Many court watchers have expressed skepticism about that approach, arguing that a court would 
quickly reject such a narrow interpretation of the Clean Air Act. 

In any case, the Institute for Policy Integrity's Revesz warned that the Clean Power Plan rollback 
process and related litigation promise years of conflict. 

"This issue might not be resolved before the 2020 election, so the fate of the Clean Power Plan 
might ultimately be determined by the winner of that election," he said. 

Dem states pledge climate action in face 
of Trump roll-back 
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Liberal-leaning states are promising to push forward with aggressive targets for reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions and developing renewable energy sources just as President Trump 
moved to roll back much of his predecessor's efforts to combat climate change. 

In state capitols from Albany to Sacramento, Democrats lambasted the executive order Trump 
signed Tuesday that begins the process of rolling back the Clean Power Plan, an Obama-era rule 
aimed at cleaning up coal-fired power plants. 

"President Trump's decision to ax the Clean Power Plan cedes U.S. global leadership and 
increases the risk that climate change will continue to damage our state. We can't afford to slow 
our efforts, and we won't," Washington Gov. Jay Inslee (D) said Tuesday. 

A coalition of 17 Democratic attorneys general and city attorneys from six cities said they would 
consider what legal actions could be taken to block Trump's order. 

"We're very confident that the EPA cannot simply dismantle the CPP and leave nothing in its 
place," New York Attorney General Eric Schneiderman (D) said in a conference call Tuesday 
afternoon. "We regret the fact that the president is trying to bow back history. But it's not going 
to happen. The markets are moving. The states are moving." 

Inslee, Oregon Gov. Kate Brown (D), California Gov. Jerry Brown (D) and the Democratic 
mayors of Seattle; Portland, Ore.; San Francisco; Oakland, Calif.; and Los Angeles said in a joint 
statement that the new executive order "moves our nation in the wrong direction and puts 
American prosperity at risk." 

Separately, Jerry Brown and New York Gov. Andrew Cuomo (D) reaffirmed their states' 
commitment to reducing greenhouse gas emissions in the coming years to well below previous 
highs. Both states have set goals of lowering greenhouse gas emissions by 40 percent below 
1990 levels by 2030 and 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. 

In both statements, the governors said collective action is necessary to combat a global problem. 
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New York is a member of the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative, a cooperation between 
Northeastern and Mid-Atlantic states that established a cap-and-trade program. Washington, 
Oregon, California and British Columbia, in northwest Canada, have signed a similar 
agreement. 

"It doesn't make sense for Oregon to do it alone. It makes sense when we [combat climate 
change] on a regional basis," Kate Brown said Saturday in Seattle, where she and Inslee met to 
plot strategy. 

Last week, California's Air Resources Board voted to implement strict emission limits on 
automobiles and to require automakers to get more zero-emission vehicles to market. That vote 
came after Trump ordered the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to reconsider greenhouse 
gas emission limits put in place by the Obama administration, limits in which California has a 
say under the 1970 Clean Air Act. 

California must now seek a waiver from the EPA for its stricter limits. If that waiver is granted, 
as it was under the Obama administration, other states may adopt those same emissions limits. 

Environmental groups say states taking action on climate change will enjoy the secondary 
benefit of cornering the market on renewable energy. New York has committed to developing 
wind turbines off Long Island. States like Washington and Oregon already get a huge percentage 
of their power from renewable hydro sources. 

"Ultimately, states that lead like California, Washington and other, they are trying to capture as 
much of the clean energy market as possible," said Bill Holland, state policy director at the 
League of Conservation Voters. "The governors of states like Washington and California are 
acting in the real world to create economic opportunity." 

But Republican-led states said the new executive order would reverse a rule that put an unfair 
onus on states and the energy industry. 

"We're heartened by the president's latest action, which shows he's serious about returning 

ED_0011318_00005643-00018 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

common sense and the rule oflaw to the EPA," Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton (R) said in a 
statement. "And we look forward to the EPA returning to the cooperative approach with the 
states that the Clean Air Act and Clean Water Act expressly require as it reconsiders the 
unlawful Clean Power Plan." 

The Democratic opposition to Trump's rollback represents a new front in a burgeoning legal war 
between the administration and blue states, one reminiscent of the battles fought by Republican 
attorneys general against the Obama administration's climate actions in recent years. 

In the case of the Clean Power Plan, Republican states are still fighting the Obama-era rule. A 
coalition of 19 Republican-led states asked the EPA earlier this month to reconsider several 
rules, including the Clean Power Plan, under a collaborative framework they said was envisioned 
by both the Clean Air Act and the Clean Water Act. 

Trump executive order reveals cracks in 
GOP approach 

President Trump's executive order revealed minor cracks in the GOP's approach to climate on 
Capitol Hill yesterday and inspired talk of carbon pricing legislation. 

Two GOP lawmakers from South Florida who have urged their party to be more accepting of 
climate science bucked the administration's sweeping directive on "energy independence" and 
called on Trump to consider the impact man-caused warming is having on sea-level rise, ocean 
acidification and coral reefs. 
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Rep. Carlos Curbelo (R-Fla.), co-founder of a bipartisan caucus that is focused on legislative 
approaches to mitigation and adaptation, said the rollback of emissions standards was 
"misguided." Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-Fla.) declared it "troubling" and a backward step. 

"Weak environmental policies ultimately lead to the destruction of jobs and quality of life. I hope 
the Administration will work with me and my colleagues in the Climate Solutions Caucus to Act 
on this in a responsible, bipartisan way going forward, but today that is clearly not the case," 
Curbelo said in a statement. 

Democrats vowed to defend U.S. EPA's efforts to regulate greenhouse gases and said they would 
try to uphold funding for the agency during the upcoming appropriations process. 

They are also planning to introduce a bill to rescind the executive order Trump signed that makes 
good on his campaign trail pledge to unravel Obama-era plans to curtail global warming. 

But they predicted most of the fight over the Clean Power Plan will play out in court. 

"The heart of the battle is going to be litigation," Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-R.I.)- a former 
state attorney general- told reporters. 

Last night, the Justice Department asked the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit to halt litigation over the rule as EPA works through Trump's executive order. 

Separately, Sen. Chris Van Hollen (D-Md.) announced he would reintroduce legislation that 
would revive a carbon cap-and-dividend proposal he championed as a member of the House 
(ii[~IJ!)!Jl~, Feb. 24, 2015). 

"President Trump is either ignorant to the basic facts of climate change, or he is willfully 
poisoning our atmosphere to benefit Big Oil and wealthy special interests. The health and 
prosperity of all Americans is at risk," Van Hollen said yesterday. "We must fight back, and I 
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plan to reintroduce the 'Healthy Climate and Family Security Act' this spring as part of that 
effort." 

Backlash 

The legislation is similar to a proposal pitched to the White House in February by a group of 
senior Republican statesmen. That plan would tax carbon dioxide at the source - an oil refinery, 
for instance - then return the revenue directly to taxpayers in the form of a dividend check 
l!:2t~IJ!)!!l~, Feb. 8). 

Supporters of the idea are optimistic that Tmmp's "repeal-only climate strategy" will provoke 
significant backlash from the American public. 

They point to polling that shows majorities of people in every congressional district support 
setting strict limits on C02 Feb. 28). 

"At that point Republicans will be looking for a replacement plan- that is how we are 
positioning our plan," said Ted Halstead, founder of the Climate Leadership Council, which 
coordinated the carbon fee-and-dividend outreach to the West Wing. 

But Republicans for the most part didn't seem worried about negative reaction to Tmmp's 
directive. 

Rep. Tom Reed (R-N.Y.), one of the co-sponsors of a GOP resolution acknowledging the threat 
of global warming and calling for action to address it, said he believes Tmmp's intent is to put 
some type of "reasonable standard" in place. 

Reed said his constituents support a "much more reasonable cost-benefit approach" to addressing 
climate than President Obama's Clean Power Plan and other initiatives. 
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"They say we've got to solve this problem, but we have to do it in a much more rational way," 
Reed told E&E News, pointing to tax incentives for clean energy technologies as one policy 
prescription. 

"This action doesn't necessarily precipitate an immediate response," Reed said. 

Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.), who has urged his party to work to find policy compromises to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, told E&E News that he was "OK" with Trump's directive. 

Other moderates, such as Sens. Lamar Alexander (R-Tenn.) and Jeff Flake (R-Ariz.), sidestepped 
questions on the sweeping order, saying they had not had the chance to review it in depth. 

"Whenever we can get rid of regulation and be more energy independent, it's a good thing," 
Flake said. 

Endangerment finding 

The lawmakers who most closely align with Trump on energy issues, a handful of whom 
attended the signing ceremony for the executive order at EPA headquarters, were heartened by 
his pledge to help revive the ailing coal industry. 

Sen. Steve Daines (R-Mont.) said he didn't believe the president's new approach on these issues 
was a "trade-off' between energy development and environmental protections. 

"This gets back to having a balanced approach here," he said yesterday during a conference call 
with reporters. "We can be pro-clean air, pro-clean water, and you can be pro-responsible natural 
resource development." 
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Daines, who is chairman of the Senate Western Caucus, said that he'd "spent a lot of time 
listening" to his constituents on the issue and that "most Montanans" believe there needs to be a 
balanced energy portfolio that includes coal, oil and natural gas, but also hydro, wind and solar 
power. 

"Coal keeps the lights on, literally and figuratively," in Montana, Daines said, saying it would be 
"devastating" to the state's economy to lose the tax revenues and jobs that come with energy 
production. 

"Without a vibrant energy industry and the jobs it provides, the tax revenue it provides, our state 
could tum into a place that only the rich and famous will be able to recreate in," said Daines. 
"And the average mom and dad who wants to buy that elk tag at Walmart will no longer be able 
to live in Montana." 

Rep. Kevin Cramer (R-N.D.) said that in a divided country there is bound to be disagreement 
over energy policy, but the public would likely be "very pleased" by the results of the executive 
order. 

It directs each federal agency to identify rules and policies that "potentially burden the 
development or use of domestically produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, 
natural gas, coal, and nuclear energy resources." 

Cramer suggested there could still be a "reasonable way" to work on emissions reductions. 

"But I think to sort of wipe the slate as clean as we can by eliminating unreasonable regulations 
and then start the more collaborative process- I think people will like what they are seeing," he 
said in an interview. 

Rep. Joe Barton (R-Texas) stopped shy of criticizing Trump for taking what some conservatives 
consider to be a more moderate approach to the Obama administration's climate policies than 
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they expected (!21~~!.@, March 28). 

Barton sides with those who want EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to target the 2009 
endangerment finding that allows the agency to regulate greenhouse gases under the Clean Air 
Act. 

"I told somebody at EPA just when I went to the signing that they ought to really take a look at 
the endangerment finding that the Obama administration issued when they first got in office," 
Barton said. "I think it's very flawed and should be at a minimum revisited." 

Ex-Obama team distressed as Trump 
guts climate regs 

Hundreds of people in the Obama administration spent years building the climate change 
regulations that the president hoped would mark a lasting turning point in the nation's response 
to global warming. But it took only a couple of months for President Donald Trump to start 
wiping them out. 

That stunning course shift has left former Obama environmental officials and diplomats 
frustrated and upset- if not surprised. 

"From the moment the election became clear, all of us had the months and years of work that we 
had done flash before our eyes," said Christy Goldfuss, who served as former President Barack 
Obama's top environmental adviser as the leader of the White House Council on Environmental 
Quality. 
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For Gina McCarthy, who led EPA when it issued its landmark greenhouse gas restrictions for 
power plants, it was no shock that Trump would seek to undo Obama's climate regulations by 
using the same executive power that had gone into their creation. But she said she's stunned at 
how fast Trump is moving. 

"The approach they're taking is really a slash-and-bum approach," she told POLITICO. 

"I really honestly don't know what dragon they're trying to slay here," McCarthy added. "I 
really don't. If they're saying EPA has done something illegal, then let the courts decide that. If 
they think that EPA is anti-economy, then show me some data that shows that." 

McCarthy, who returned to her native Boston after the White House handover, admitted that she 
has turned to one of her city's tried-and-true methods of coping with frustration: "We drink a lot 
of coffee during the day and other things at night. And night comes earlier and earlier." 

Trump took the short drive to EPA headquarters on Tuesday to stand with a group of coal 
miners, his EPA chief Scott Pruitt, Energy Secretary Rick Perry and Interior Secretary Ryan 
Zinke, and sign an executive order that started the process to undo the power plant rule. The 
order also repeals directives aimed at reducing the federal government's own carbon footprint, 
and it directs agencies to ferret out any additional policies "that potentially burden the 
development or use of' oil, natural gas, coal or nuclear energy. 

The president also told federal regulators to stop using the "social cost of carbon," which 
attempts to quantify the effects of climate change, in economic analyses of future rules. 

For Brian Deese, who served as Obama's energy adviser, Trump's action hit close to home. "I 
was in charge of everything that's in this executive order," he said. 

"Of course it's frustrating," he added. "But this work and the efforts we put in place were never 
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about us or about President Obama, and so I'm much more focused on the road ahead and less 
focused on the frustration about all of the effort that our teams put in - and much more focused 
now on what can be done to try to keep the momentum of the transition toward keeping cleaner 
energy sources in place." 

He noted that stock prices for coal-related companies are "down, underperforming the market by 
several percentage points"- which he sees as a sign that the U.S. economy's transition to 
cleaner energy sources "is firmly enough under way that this administration cannot 
fundamentally change that dynamic." And that, he argued, is partly because of the Obama team's 
efforts, "not only on the regulatory side, but also with respect to research and commercialization, 
tax incentives and otherwise. I've got that big picture in perspective today." 

Trump's assault in the climate regulations was hardly a surprise- he had promised as much 
during the campaigns, and news reports on the timing and content of the executive order had 
circulated for more than a month. But waiting didn't make the outcome any easier on the Obama 
alumni. 

"You know, we've been waiting for this thing to come out for weeks," said Goldfuss, the former 
White House adviser. "On the one hand we're ready for it, on the other hand it felt shittier every 
day that went past." 

She said the EPA power plant regulation, whose final version she helped draft, "was the 
president's signature climate action. The day he announced those regulations for us was as 
influential as the health care legislation as in that issue area. It was a big day, people were 
overwhelmed with emotion, people were doing not only what the president wanted us to do, but 
what was best for the American public." 

In June 2013, Obama, in short sleeves, addressed a crowd on a sweltering day Georgetown 
University, saying he would "refuse to condemn your generation and future generations to a 
planet that's beyond fixing." He ordered the federal government to change how it dealt with 
climate change, and called on his EPA to draw up the power plant rules -which Obama and 
McCarthy did two years later, on August 3, 2015. 

Nancy Sutley, who headed the CEQ until2014, pointed out that Trump's EPA is still required by 
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law to address the carbon emissions blamed for climate change - thanks to the agency's Obama
era scientific conclusion that greenhouse gas pollution threatens human welfare. "They're going 
to have to figure out something to do instead. I don't know that they'll come up with anything 
that's better or more thought through than what [Obama's] EPA put out." 

Tuesday's order came less than a month after Trump issued another directive putting on hold an 
EPA rule called Waters of the U.S., which a federal court had already frozen while it considered 
legal challenges from farmers, homebuilders and 31 states. The White House order on that rule 
left former EPA water chief Ken Kopocis and his agency colleagues "devastated," he said. 

Kopocis, who had worked on the issue for years as a Capitol Hill staffer before heading to EPA, 
said he and his colleagues had a sense of accomplishment about creating the regulation, which 
aimed to untangle a decades of legal confusion and offer clearer federal protections for 
headwater streams and wetlands. 

"It's hard enough that the work that they did has been challenged and is currently stayed by the 
courts. It's quite another thing to have an administration who wants to undo all of your work for 
those many. many years," he said. 

For one ex-Obama administration staffer, Tuesday contained at least some relief: Trump did not 
pull the U.S. out of the 2015 Paris climate agreement negotiated by the former president and ex
Secretary of State John Kerry. Under that pact, nearly 200 countries around the world agreed to 
set themselves targets to cut their greenhouse gas emissions- a major achievement after the 
United States' abandonment of its 1997 predecessor, the Kyoto Protocol. 

"The tragedy would be if we stick our head in the sand for a few years, while the likes of China 
and the EU and India and Japan mobilize their industrial bases to try and dominate the global 
green energy market," said Paul Bodnar, who served as energy adviser on the National Security 
Council and helped negotiate the Paris agreement. 

For now, Bodnar said he's not distraught because the Paris deal has solid support from other 
nations, and "we have built a system that can resist what happens. A withdrawal [from Paris] 
would be damaging, but I don't think we're in a Kyoto situation, where Kyoto never recovered." 
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But, he added: "Hypothetically, if they did withdraw, would I need a stiff drink? Yes, I would." 

For McCarthy, Trump's executive order was more than a disappointment. 

"This day is really embarrassing for the United States, not just dangerous for our kids and our 
future," she said. "It's embarrassing for us and our businesses who do global work to be actually 
be dismissing incredible opportunities for new technologies and economic growth and United 
States leadership." 

New EPA chief plans 'humble' approach 
to regulating C02 emissions 

The Environmental Protection Agency will take a less aggressive approach to regulating carbon 
dioxide emissions than in the past, the agency's administrator Scott Pruitt signaled on Tuesday. 

Pruitt spoke shortly after President Donald Trump signed an executive order aimed at scaling 
back the previous administration's efforts to mitigate the impact of climate change. 

"I think what comes next is a much more humble view of what the EPA's response to C02 is 
within the Clean Air Act," he told CNBC's "Closing Bell." 
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The EPA has concluded that carbon dioxide, or C02, is the primary driver of manmade climate 
change. But Pruitt told CNBC earlier this month he does not currently believe C02 is a "primary 
contributor" to global warming. 

Trump's executive order on Tuesday set into motion a review of President Barack Obama's 
landmark Clean Power Plan, which aims to reduce emissions from power plants, particularly 
ones that bum coal. Pruitt's EPA will be responsible for writing a new rule to replace it. 

Pruitt said the EPA would not issue rules that pick winners and losers. 

"We're going to focus on clear air, but we're going to do so in a way that's fair and equitable to 
all forms of energy in this country," he said. 

The Supreme Court ruled in 2007 that the EPA has the authority to regulate heat-trapping gases 
from automobiles. In 2014, it determined the agency could also regulate some sources of 
greenhouse gases, such as power plants. 

Pruitt reiterated a point he made during the earlier interview: that Congress has not yet passed a 
law on regulating C02. He again suggested that could be on the agenda. 

"There's a very fair question that needs to be asked and answered. Are the tools in the toolbox? 
Does the EPA actually have the tools in the toolbox to address this issue?" he said. 

"That's something that we're going to have to talk about as we go forward." 

Trump climate move risks unraveling 
Paris commitments 
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President Trump's climate change order has thrown a wrench into the Paris climate deal. 

Trump on Tuesday signed an executive order undoing most of the major climate work Barack 
Obama pursued as president. 

The order didn't touch the Paris agreement, an international pact on greenhouse gas emissions 
that Obama pursued aggressively during his second term. But it begins the process of ending the 
electricity-sector pollution regulation Obama said would help fulfill U.S. commitments, a 
decision that underlines Trump's dismissal of the agreement. 

There is internal debate in the Trump administration about the importance of staying in the Paris 
deal. But Tuesday's order - and other measures Trump has advanced during his presidency -
indicates he's ready to leave it behind, formally or not. 

"This is like a runner on a track," David Waskow, the international climate director at the World 
Resources Institute, said of the order's impact on U.S. climate work. 

"The runner is going to keep moving forward, but someone is on the edge of the track throwing 
all sorts of objects in the way." 

Obama' s Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized the Clean Power Plan in 2015. It 
aims to cut pollution from the electricity sector as a way to help achieve Obama's ambitious goal 
in the Paris agreement: a 26 percent to 28 percent reduction in total U.S. greenhouse gas 
emissions by 2025 
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Trump's Tuesday order only mandates a review of the Clean Power Plan. But he and his 
administration aggressively oppose it, indicating it's likely to come off the books after the 
review. 

Undoing the regulation would undermine federal efforts to meet Obama' s Paris goal, unraveling 
the U.S. commitments under the pact. 

"Without the Clean Power Plan, it will be impossible to achieve the U.S. [pledge] under the Paris 
agreement," Robert Stavins, the director of the Harvard Project on Climate Agreements, said in 
an email. "It would have been difficult even with the Clean Power Plan." 

Trump's climate order emboldened critics of the Paris deal. 

"I think the U.S. ought to withdraw from the climate agreement in Paris," Sen. John Barrasso (R
Wyo.) said on Tuesday. 

"I think it was a mistake by President Obama, and since he chose not to bring it to the Senate for 
confirmation, it's clearly not a treaty, so I'm for withdrawing from it completely." 

Trump's industry allies, while praising the details of the order itself, said the administration also 
needs to move quickly to get out of the Paris accord. 

"We urge the president to fulfill his campaign promises to remove the U.S. from the Paris 
agreement," said former Trump transition official Thomas Pyle, the president of the American 
Energy Alliance, which receives some fossil fuel funding. 

"Failure to do so could risk the remainder of President Trump's attempts to rein in the regulatory 
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state and undo the harmful climate policies of the previous administration." 

The order garnered criticism from Democrats, greens and officials who worked to forge the deal 
in 2015. 

"The action by the U.S. to undo important domestic carbon reduction regulation, in the face of 
the enormous momentum building globally toward a low carbon economy, risks putting the 
country on a back-foot at a time when most Americans are looking to lead," said Christiana 
Figueres, the former executive secretary of the United Nation's climate office. 

"This decision will make things harder, not easier, for Americans." 

Nixing the emissions rule is Trump's latest and clearest sign that he's ready to leave the Paris 
deal in the dust, even ifhe doesn't formally take the U.S. out of the agreement. 

In his budget proposal, Trump proposed ending federal funding for several international climate 
change accounts, including the Paris deal's Green Climate Fund. Obama had pledged $3 billion 
for the program, but he was only able to spend $1 billion on it while in office. 

During the campaign, Trump was hostile to the Paris deal, saying he would, at least, renegotiate 
it and even consider leaving the pact once he became president. 

The White House's rhetoric on the agreement has changed. On Monday night, an administration 
official said the status of the deal was "still under discussion," though the official acknowledged 
Obama' s climate goals under the pact are likely dead. 

"We have a different view about how you should address climate policies in the United States," 
the official said. "So we're going to go in a different direction. I can't get into what ultimately 
that means from an emissions standpoint. I have no idea." 
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There is a dispute among Trump officials about how to address the climate deal. 

Some, like Secretary of State Rex Tillerson, have said the U.S. should stay in the climate deal 
and not lose "our seat at the table." Others, though, deeply oppose the agreement: EPA 
Administrator Scott Pruitt last weekend called it a "bad deal" because the United States' goals 
are more aggressive than other high-polluting nations. 

Republicans say it doesn't need to be a choice between staying in the Paris deal and dropping 
out. 

Rep. Kevin Cramer (R-N.D.), who called Tuesday "the most significant day yet in the Trump 
presidency," is circulating a letter encouraging the administration to stay in the Paris deal, but 
only if certain conditions are met, including rolling back Obama's greenhouse gas targets. 

Cramer, an energy adviser for Trump during the presidential campaign, said staying in the deal is 
"probably the direction it's going" at the White House. 

"My preference would still be to get out of it, but I see the value of staying in it," Cramer said. "I 
would not call it a loss if we don't get out of Paris, if we impose more of our will on the accord." 

Exxon asks White House to stay in 
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The country's largest oil company has asked President Trump not to make good on his promise to 
"cancel" U.S. participation in the Paris climate agreement. 

Exxon Mobil Corp.'s environmental policy manager, Peter Trelenberg, said in a to George 
David Banks, climate chief for the National Security Council, that the U.S. could best safeguard 
the interests of its multinational petroleum companies by remaining within the 2015 accord and 
helping to shape it. 

"We believe that the United States is well positioned to compete within the framework of the 
Paris Agreement, with abundant low-carbon resources such as natural gas, and innovative private 
industries, including the oil, gas and petrochemical sectors," he stated. 

Trelenberg said plentiful domestic supplies of cheaper natural gas have helped reduce carbon 
emissions. And he added that having the U.S. at the negotiating table as parties begin to write the 
accord's rulebook would help ensure a "level playing field" for the fuel. 

"Therefore the United States should advocate for policies that promote innovation and flexibility 
afforded by competition and free markets to help ensure the world pursues the most cost
effective opportunities to meet people's energy needs and reduce global greenhouse gas 
emissions," he said. 

Exxon has backed the Paris deal in the past. That's why environmentalists have been hoping the 
company's former CEO- Secretary of State Rex Tillerson- can help dissuade Trump from 
bailing on it. 

Trelenberg's letter, dated March 22, comes as a tug of war continues within the administration 
over whether Trump should withdraw the United States from the deal, a question that is likely to 
be settled relatively soon. 

Trump's daughter Ivanka Trump and son-in-law, Jared Kushner, were instrumental in cutting a 
Paris withdrawal from a series of planned executive actions, including against the Clean Power 
Plan. 
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Several members of Tmmp's National Security Council, including Banks, are said to back 
remaining in the deal for pragmatic reasons, and he met recently with representatives from fossil 
fuel companies, including Exxon and ConocoPhillips Co., to ask their views on the issue. 

ConocoPhillips CEO Ryan Lance gave reporters what his press office later characterized as a 
"no comment" answer on Paris during a conference earlier this month. 

"We are committed to addressing concerns related to greenhouse gas emissions while providing 
the energy supply needed to support global economic growth and well-being," he said, adding 
that collaboration with Paris would "require collaboration" between industry and government. 

Besides touting the role gas plays in reducing emissions, Trelenberg suggested that the Tmmp 
administration negotiate for free-market policies within the Paris framework, and that it promote 
the development and deployment of carbon capture and storage technology. 

White House personnel who support remaining within the accord are said to be attempting to 
negotiate a "concession" for the fossil fuels sector in talks with European counterparts in 
exchange for staying in, but details aren't available. 

National Academies panel endorses 
human air pollution tests 
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A panel of outside experts has broadly endorsed U.S. EPA's use of voluntary human testing in air 
pollution studies, saying in a new report that the controversial practice yields valuable data not 
obtainable through other means. 

Although health risks to participants can't be ruled out, the odds of long-term harm from the 
laboratory tests are "unlikely to be large enough to be of concern," according to the ~-*'-='--"' 
released today by the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering and Medicine. The review 
panel recommended, however, that EPA use "plain language" in its consent forms and take other 
steps to make sure that would-be recruits understand what they're getting into. 

"While communicating with potential participants, it's particularly important to appropriately 
characterize the risks," Robert Hiatt, a professor of epidemiological and biostatistics at the 
University of California, San Francisco, who chaired the National Academies committee, said in 
a news release. "EPA needs to make every effort to ensure that these descriptions are accurate, 
scientifically grounded and comprehensible to people." 

The outside review, requested by EPA, aimed to address criticism of the agency's reliance on 
what are known as "controlled human inhalation-exposure" (CHIE) studies that involve exposing 
people to air laced with pollutants such as particulate matter or ozone. In a 2012lawsuit, one 
advocacy group with ties to the oil industry likened the practice to Nazi medical experiments; 
while the suit was dismissed within months, Sen. Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) called reports on the tests 
"extremely disturbing." 

But the report found that CHIE studies have "have provided unique information" that could not 
be obtained from animal testing or epidemiological research drawing on people engaged in their 
day-to-day routines. The 15-member review committee singled out, for example, their "critical 
importance" in guiding EPA's decision to move from a one-hour to an eight-hour averaging time 
for the ambient air quality standard for ozone. 

Other studies have been valuable in confirming the human health effects of exposure to 
particulate matter that had already shown up in animal research, the report said. 

While the fine particles known as PM2.5 are linked to an array of heart and lung problems, those 
perils are tied to long-term cumulative exposure, the report said. Because the EPA studies may 
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involve exposures of just two hours, the chances of any increased chronic disease risk are likely 
"vanishingly small." 

EPA carries out the CHIE studies at its laboratory in Chapel Hill, N.C., using paid volunteers 
who are deemed healthy enough that they are unlikely to suffer any problems from controlled 
exposures to dirty air. In the past, agency officials have staunchly defended the importance of 
human testing, as well their efforts to ensure participants' well-being. 

"We really do take safety of the subjects with the utmost seriousness," Robert Kavlock, currently 
the agency's acting chief of research and development, told E&E News in 2015 Feb. 
6, 2015). Kavlock referred a request for comment on the new report to EPA's press office, which 
did not respond in time for publication today. An Inhofe spokeswoman also had no immediate 
comment on the report, whose release today coincided with the formal launch of the Trump 
administration's efforts to roll back EPA regulations addressing climate change (g~rfll~& 

But Steve Milloy, an attorney involved in the 2012 lawsuit, said the report failed to address what 
he called a contradiction between EPA's finding that there is no safe level of exposure to PM2.5 
and the agency's willingness to expose study subjects to such fine particulates, which are no 
more than 2.5 microns in diameter. 

"This is just a total whitewash," Milloy said in an interview today. "If PM is as dangerous as 
EPA says, then these experiments are illegal." 

The National Academies review committee, made up mostly of university professors, looked at 
eight CHIE studies in compiling its report. Out of 845 intentional pollutant exposures conducted 
at the North Carolina facility from the beginning of 2009 to last October, one participant 
unexpectedly developed an irregular heartbeat during a particulate matter experiment but 
reverted to a normal heartbeat within two hours and was hospitalized overnight for observation, 
according to the news release. 

That hospitalization, while amounting to 0.1 percent of experimental pollutant exposures, 
"illustrates that despite substantial efforts to screen potential participants," the release added, 
"there is some level of risk in these studies." 
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A 2014 by EPA's inspector general had also urged improvements to EPA's policies for 
protecting participants; the agency addressed all of the recommendations, according to the 
report. 

Campaign to spread climate doubt picks 
up steam 

"Alt-science" is finding a home in Washington. 

In the age of" alternative facts" and the declaration of news as "fake" if it challenges previously 
held political beliefs, fringe and industry science that bucks years of federal research is gaining 
newfound prominence. Now, conclusions not published in any of the world's premier science 
journals could soon be influencing federal policy, backed by Trump administration officials, 
congressional Republicans, conservative think tanks and a billionaire investor. 

Within the field of climate science, there is virtually no debate about the basic cause of climate 
change. The vast majority of researchers long ago determined that human activity- chiefly the 
burning of fossil fuels - is causing the planet to warm. 

There are, of course, some researchers with a long history of peer-reviewed studies who question 
man's role in global warming and have concluded that more discussion is needed to determine its 
full extent. Still, the recipe for curtailing climate change, as determined by most of those who 
study climate, starts primarily with curbing the burning of fossil fuels. 
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Today, the House Science, Space and Technology Committee will hold a hearing that will frame 
climate change as a debate, by including the field's most prominent skeptics as witnesses. It also 
will explore the hostility faced by those who come forward with views outside the mainstream. 
In addition, a bill that would allow for greater industry participation in U.S. EPA's Science 
Advisory Board, which can strongly influence regulations on industry, is expected to pass the 
House this week. 

David Titley, director of the Center for Solutions to Weather and Climate Risk at Pennsylvania 
State University and a former chief operating officer at the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, argues that the framing is purposeful. As long as climate science is framed as a 
debate, he said, exaggerating the amount of uncertainty can be used against any sort of 
regulation that restrains fossil fuel use. 

"You don't need to disprove climate scientists; you just need to simply show, 'Hey, there's a 
debate; nobody really knows, and why should we do anything?"' he said. "It's the perfect 
outcome if you don't want a debate about policy." 

Science has long been bent in Washington to fit inside political opinions. But the current 
onslaught that is hitting climate scientists is unprecedented in recent years, longtime observers 
said. 

Michael Mann, a climate scientist at Penn State who will participate in the House hearing, said 
the elevation of untested anti-climate change theories is why actual scientists will march on 
Washington next month. He said there needs to be more outrage about the climate denial 
research now gaining increased influence in Washington. 

"It is hard to believe that here, in the 21st century, powerful political forces are working so hard 
to reh1m us to the Dark Ages, to reject the Enlightenment and everything we have learned," he 
said. "It is shocking and frightening. What we are witnessing is an attack on the very foundation 
that modem civilization is based upon." 

Transition member: NASA, NOAA research is not science 
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When the Heartland Institute hosted its 12th annual conference on climate change in Washington 
last week, it featured sessions on how fossil fuels improve human health, encourage plant growth 
and are capable of establishing world peace. A number of speakers claimed that their research 
was ignored by the world's reputable science journals, not for its shoddiness, but because of a 
massive global conspiracy of environmentalists and liberals. 

In the audience were a few members of Trump administration's transition team for EPA and 
NOAA as well as Robert and Rebekah Mercer. The Mercer family has poured millions of dollars 
into Trump super political action committees as well as in groups that promote climate denial 
and attack legitimate research as fraudulent. They also own part of the Breitbart News Network, 
the alt-right news organization that routinely portrays climate change as a liberal hoax. 

Energy companies, including Exxon Mobil Corp. and Peabody Energy Inc., in tum spend 
millions of dollars to support Heartland or the sponsors of the conference, according to 
bankruptcy filings and other public disclosures. 

Steve Milloy, a member of the Trump administration's transition team at EPA and a lawyer who 
nms a blog that criticizes climate scientists, said he expects the type of science espoused at the 
Heartland conference to play more of a role in setting policy in order to reframe climate research 
as a debate. He said the research at NASA and NOAA is not actually science. 

"We need to establish rules for doing science, because government scientists apparently don't 
know what science is anymore; we need to take away the money, get rid of the authority," he 
said. "We need to stop playing along with these people." 

Kenneth Haapala, a member of the Trump administration's landing team at NOAA, said he 
expects climate skepticism to inform Trump administration policy. Haapala, who has been called 
a "swamp alligator" by Democratic lawmakers because he rejects mainstream climate science, 
runs the Science and Environmental Policy Project, which produces reports that attempt to run 
counter to mainstream climate science. 
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"I think we're going to see more healthy skepticism coming from the official position," he said. 

'It's where the science meets policy' 

The Trump administration has already outlined cuts to climate research at EPA, NOAA, NASA 
and the Department of Energy. 

House Science Chairman Lamar Smith (R-Texas) has routinely accused federal agencies of fraud 
if he does not like their scientific conclusions. Smith told the crowd, to a raucous cheer, that he 
would be open to crafting legislation that would punish scientific journals that publish studies 
that don't meet his standards of peer review, which he did not define. 

"The days of trust-me science are over," Smith said. 

Some in the crowd at Heartland were hobbyists who conduct their own scientific research in 
retirement. Others have the ability to directly influence Trump administration climate policy. 
Rebekah Mercer silently glared at a reporter when asked why her foundation had invested $6 
million in Heartland and the Heritage Foundation, as The Washington Post recently reported. 

David Kreutzer, who now serves as EPA deputy associate administrator for policy, economics 
and innovation, also sat for some of the sessions. 

The rhetoric of cutting science that is used as a basis for regulation means that there can be no 
meaningful discussion about how to prepare humanity for climate change, said Maria Zuber, 
chairwoman of the National Science Board. The proposed cuts to climate science appear to 
center on business interests and ignore the real risks of global warming, she said. Climate 
skepticism is connected to concerns about regulation of business, she added. 

"My feeling on the matter is that the problem is not climate science; the problem is either real or 
perceived issues with overregulation that is bad for business and the loss of jobs, so until we 
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address those two issues, we're not going to be able to have a serious conversation about the 
appropriate investment to mitigate the risk," Zuber said. 

James Taylor, one of the conference speakers and a senior fellow for environment and energy 
policy at Heartland, said it's for the White House to stop ignoring climate skeptics. He said there 
is plenty of evidence in peer-reviewed scientific literature to suggest that the world is not in a 
climate crisis. And while he said he believes humans have some role in causing change, he 
expects mainstream science will not be ignored in Washington during the Trump administration. 

"Looking at the Trump administration, looking at the future, it's where the science meets policy," 
he said. "For people who believe we're creating a climate crisis, there are still affordable 
abundant energy options that would significantly reduce greenhouse gases. Nuclear power is 
emissions-free; hydropower is emissions-free; natural gas cuts emissions in half." 

White House outlines more cuts for 
energy, environment 

The White House is asking Congress to slash billions of dollars from energy and environmental 
programs for the last six months offiscal2017, beyond the already deep cuts it previously 
proposed for next year. 

According to obtained by E&E News, the Trump administration is proposing 
that $1.75 billion be cut from the Energy and Water Development appropriations bill and $714 
million be carved from the Interior and Environment spending measure. 
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Specifically, the administration would cut the Department of Energy by $1.43 billion, U.S. EPA 
by $247 million, the Interior Department by $371 million and the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration by $300 million. 

The administration sent the proposals to Capitol Hill on Friday as lawmakers and the White 
House prepare for grinding talks over spending for the last half of fiscal 2017. A stopgap funding 
measure, known as a continuing resolution, expires April 28, and Congress will need to put a 
new spending plan in place by then or face a politically treacherous government shutdown. 

The White House earlier this month said it wanted $18 billion in domestic spending cuts for 
fiscal2017 to help fund a $33 billion hike in supplemental defense spending for the final six 
months of the year. Documents circulated this week mark the first time the administration has 
offered details on where those supplemental cuts would be taken, the bulk of them - about 
$7.25 billion- coming from the Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education spending 
bill. 

Lawmakers are unlikely to welcome the domestic cuts that many in both parties have said are not 
the way to pay for Pentagon increases. Several appropriators said they would prefer the defense 
hike be counted as emergency spending so it would not require offsetting cuts. 

House Minority Whip Steny Hoyer (D-Md.) told reporters today that proposing additional cuts to 
energy and environmental programs across government is a "non-starter" for the supplemental 
spending measure. He said Congress should stick to the two-year budget agreement passed in 
2015 that sets spending caps for fiscal 2016 and 2017. 

"The 'art of the deal' is keeping the deal," he said. 

A Senate appropriations aide stressed the reductions were not being floated by Senate 
Republicans. 

The proposed cuts to energy and environmental programs target efforts that President Tmmp has 
already said would be or are expected to be cut in fiscal2018. The full budget proposal for next 
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year is due in May. 

Chopping block 

Under the proposal for the rest of fiscal 2017, DOE's renewable energy and energy efficiency 
efforts would face the budget ax. 

The administration wants to cut about 25 percent ($516 million) from the $2 billion energy 
efficiency and renewable energy program by decreasing grants and rescinding unobligated 
spending. The Advanced Research Projects Agency-Energy budget, where the department has 
focused on commercializing clean energy technologies, would be reduced by more than 50 
percent ($150 million) from $290 million. 

Fossil fuel research programs would also take a more than 50 percent hit ($341 million) from 
current spending of $631 million for the rest of the year. The savings would come largely by 
cutting research grants. 

At EPA, state environmental grant programs would be cut by about 10 percent ($115 million) 
from $1.079 billion. The White House notes that the reduction would help the agency ease into 
far larger reductions of about 44 percent for those grant programs it is seeking for fiscal2018. 

Also marked for cuts would be EPA research and development programs by about 10 percent 
($48 million) from $483 million. Documents say the money would come out of climate research 
programs and grants. 

At Interior, the single largest savings would come from tapping $230 million in proceeds in the 
department's Southern Nevada Public Land Management account, which collects fees from 
public lands sales around Las Vegas. Other reductions would hit the Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation Program ($90 million) and the payment-in-lieu-of-taxes program ($51 million). 
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For the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the proposal would cut funding for 
the National Sea Grant College Program by $30 million, from its current budget of $73 million. 
The administration wants to completely eliminate it in fiscal2018. The program supports 
research at 33 universities and is popular among both Republicans and Democrats, but the 
administration calls it a "lower priority research grant program that primarily benefits industry 
and state and local stakeholders." 

Tmmp is also asking Congress to eliminate funding for the Pacific Coastal Salmon Recovery 
Fund, noting that it has collected $1 billion since 2000. NOAA has repeatedly- and 
unsuccessfully- tried to decrease the program's funding. Congress reliably funds it anyway, at 
$65 million annually. 

The Tmmp administration's proposed cuts would represent a double hit for the agencies. 

The reductions would come from current, fiscal 2017 spending, which is mostly based on fiscal 
2016levels since the government has been operating under a CR. In many cases, the current 
spending is lower than what agencies had sought in their fiscal2017 budget requests. 

White House Seeks To Start EPA's 
Budget Cuts In FY17, Sparking New 
Fight 

Sparking a new battle over Tmmp administration plans to slash federal spending, the White 
House is proposing to cut an additional $247 million from EPA's budgets when the current 
spending authorization for fiscal year 2017 expires at the end of April, arguing in part that the 
effort will "ease the transition" to the more severe cuts being sought for FY18. 
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But the new plan is sparking stiff opposition from state officials, who are already concerned that 
the administration's plans to ratchet back spending in FY18 will prevent them from taking on 
new delegated authorities the administration plans to provide, let alone implement existing 
responsibilities. 

States are "currently underfunded and would find it difficult to accommodate any cuts to air 
quality grants" in particular, one state air official said. "That is tme not only for the steep cuts 
being proposed for FY 2018, which would be devastating, but also for the possible reductions for 
FY 2017 that have been reported," the source added. 

The administration earlier this week provided to lawmakers a proposed budget amendment that 
seeks $247 million in cuts to EPA's operating budget from what the agency would otherwise 
have received if Congress maintained current spending levels through the rest of the year. 

The cuts target a handful of EPA programs -- brownfields project grants, Superfund cleanups, 
the Office of Research and Development (ORD), state categorical grants, and Great Lakes 
cleanups-- that are already slated for massive cuts or elimination in the administration's 
controversial FY 18 request. 

For example, the FY18 request already seeks to eliminate funds for Great Lakes cleanups, while 
cutting state grants by 45 percent, ORD by 43 percent, brownfields project grants by 40 percent 
and Superfund cleanups by 30 percent. 

'Reduction Options' 

But the administration's draft "reduction options" for FY18, first reported by Politico, proposes 
additional cuts to the programs beginning in the second half ofFY17 when the current 
continuing resolution (CR) --which had generally funded EPA at FY16levels --expires. 

ED_0011318_00005643-00046 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

The largest cut the administration is seeking is for state categorical grants, funds states use to 
implement federal programs. The plan seeks to cut $115 million from the $1.08 billion in 
categorical grants states would have received had current levels been maintained, saying they are 
not as severe as those planned for FY18. 

"These grants fund state environmental programs and offices, which are being significantly 
scaled back in the FY 2018 proposal. This smaller cut eases into that transition by reducing most 
grants by -10%, compared to a -44% reduction in the FY 2018 Blueprint," the document says. 

Similarly, the proposal seeks an additional $30 million cut from the $500 million the Superfund 
cleanup program was expected to receive, adding that the cuts "will ease the program into further 
reductions in FY 2018." 

The document also proposes that ORD be cut by an additional $48 million from the $483 million 
it was slated to receive, saying the cut will be implemented by eliminating the office's climate 
change research. "This reduction to ORD scales back climate-related research (such as EPA's 
contribution to the [U.S. Global Change Research Program] and lower-priority extramural 
research grants." 

For the Great Lakes restoration program, the document seeks a cut of $49 million from the $299 
million the program would have received, suggesting it can continue to be funded from "high 
unobligated and unliquidated balances." 

And brownfields is slated for an additional $5 million cut from the $80 million it would 
otherwise receive. "These grants are meant only to catalyze additional private investment, so 
even at a reduced level EPA can reach many sites," it says. 

President Trump Risks the Planet 
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That didn't take long. 

Only 10 weeks into his presidency, and at great risk to future generations, Donald Trump has 
ordered the demolition of most of President Barack Obama's policies to combat climate change 
by reducing emissions from fossil fuels. 

The assault began with Mr. Trump's pledge in Detroit to roll back fuel efficiency standards for 
cars and trucks, continued with a stingy budget plan that would end funding for climate-related 
scientific programs and reached an unhappy apex Tuesday with an executive order that, among 
things, would rescind the centerpiece of Mr. Obama' s clean power strategy, a rule that would 
shut down hundreds of old coal-fired power plants and freeze the construction of new ones. 

None of this was unexpected from a man who has described climate change as a hoax invented 
by the Chinese to destroy American industry and who has surrounded himself with cabinet 
officers and assistants who know or care little about the issue of global warming and its 
consequences -and who, in many cases, owe their political success to the largess of the oil, gas 
and coal companies. 

Still, the gathering at the Environmental Protection Agency on Tuesday was deeply dismaying 
-and not only because of Mr. Trump's tired complaints about job-killing regulations. Or his 
false promises of more jobs for coal workers whose industry is in irreversible decline because of 
cheaper natural gas and the tripling in capacity since 2008 of cleaner energy sources like wind 
and solar. 

It was dismaying also because it repudiated the rock-solid scientific consensus that without swift 
action the consequences of climate change - rising seas, more devastating droughts, widespread 
species extinction- are likely to get steadily worse. It was dismaying because it reaffirmed the 
administration's support for older, dirtier energy sources when all the economic momentum and 
new investment lies with newer, cleaner forms of energy. It was dismaying because it flew in the 
face of widespread public support for environmental protection - including the pleas of the 
executives ofhundreds of major American corporations who fear that without energy innovation 
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their costs will rise and their competitive edge over foreign companies will be lost. 

Perhaps most important, Mr. Trump's ignorance has stripped America of its hard-won role as a 
global leader on climate issues. There was some relief that Mr. Trump did not use the occasion to 
withdraw the United States from the Paris agreement concluded in December 2015, when 195 
nations came together for the first time in a collective effort to reduce greenhouse gases, in large 
part because of the tireless efforts of Mr. Obama and his secretary of state, John Kerry, to bring 
the Chinese and India along. 

But the truth is that Mr. Trump has, for all practical purposes, repudiated Paris. The initiatives 
that he threatens to dismantle are the very ones that support Mr. Obama' s expansive pledge in 
Paris to reduce America's greenhouse gas emissions by more than one quarter below 2005 levels 
by 2025. Without them, the United States will have neither the tools nor the credibility to lead 
the world on emissions reduction, and surely the leaders of China and India and the rest of the 
world are smart enough to see this. 

This raises two very real dangers. Either other big countries also pull out of the agreement. Or 
they decide to seize the initiative on clean energy sources, which would be good for the climate 
but bad for American industry. 

Are there ways to avert this madness? Yes. Mr. Trump's orders will not take effect right away. 
The E.P.A. will need a year or longer to develop a replacement for the Clean Power Plan. 
Progressive states like California and New York will almost surely proceed with their own 
initiatives to reduce greenhouse gases. And then there is public opinion. It punished the 
Republicans severely in 1994 when Newt Gingrich and his allies tried to roll back environmental 
laws. It punished them again in 2008 after eight years of denialism and prevarication on climate 
change under George W. Bush and his fossil fuel acolyte, Dick Cheney. There is time enough 
before Mr. Trump's ignorance translates into actual policy for the public to make its opposition 
to this anti-science agenda felt again. 

Trump is on a rampage to endanger the 
planet. Now it's up to us to save it. 
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John Podesta, the chair of Hillary Clinton's 2016 presidential campaign, served as counselor to 
President Barack Obama, where his duties included overseeing climate and energy policy, and 
chief of staff to Bill Clinton. 

President Trump is a man on a mission, or, perhaps better yet, a man on a rampage to reverse 
President Barack Obama' s climate legacy and his substantial achievements in confronting the 
global threat of climate change. 

Unfortunately, that rampage is running smack-dab into the reality that climate change is real and 
unforgiving. Last week's report by the World Meteorological Organization noted that the world 
is experiencing record warming, with the past three years being the hottest recorded, rising 
carbon-dioxide levels, an alarming drop in Arctic and Antarctic sea ice, and severe droughts in 
southern and eastern Africa and Central America. 

As the report warned, the planet is now in truly uncharted territory. 

Trump's reaction to the mounting evidence? Ignorance that is not only willful but destructive. 

Since taking office, Trump has taken steps to eliminate limits on carbon pollution and increase 
America's dependence on foreign oil, including by moving to weaken vehicle efficiency 
standards and import more Canadian tar-sands crude oil. His proposed budget decimates 
scientific research, he selected an Environmental Protection Agency administrator who denies 
climate science, and he has just signed a broad executive order that will dismantle environmental 
protections and cost taxpayers more than $40 billion. Compounding these outrages, he has 
directed the government to implement an accounting system that would exaggerate the benefits 
and discount the costs of his actions. 
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Make no mistake, the Trump administration's rampage against the environment presents an 
existential threat to the entire planet. But we cannot give up hope that we can still avert the most 
severe aspects of climate change. 

Winning the popular vote by nearly 3 million votes was not enough for Hillary Clinton to win 
the White House, but those votes nonetheless reflect the voices of a majority of Americans. 
Public-opinion research consistently finds that most Americans believe climate change is a major 
problem and support steps to cut carbon pollution. 

What's more, a study found that the counties that voted for Clinton and progressive leadership in 
November generate nearly two-thirds of U.S. economic activity. This is significant because 
moderate and progressive leaders at the local and state levels can, as a result, guide two-thirds of 
the U.S. economy into a clean-energy transformation. 

We are already seeing this in states such as California and New York, which are establishing 
themselves as global climate leaders. Mayors from both red and blue states, meanwhile, are 
continuing to move aggressively to build clean-energy economies and deliver climate solutions. 

Thanks to this leadership and innovation and entrepreneurship in the private sector, America's 
clean-energy economy is strong enough to withstand a short-term change in policy. The Obama 
administration's focus on emissions reductions and clean energy will not be easily reversed. U.S. 
net imports of foreign oil fell by more than 50 percent from 2008 to 2016, emissions declined to 
their lowest level since 1992, and the economy continued to grow. 

As much as Trump might try to ignore it, this shift toward clean energy is a global one. More 
than 130 countries have now officially joined the Paris agreement- a historic pact to reduce 
greenhouse-gas pollution and build resilience against the destructive effects of climate change. 
Rather than reverse course in the wake of the U.S. election, these countries have reaffirmed their 
commitment to the agreement; since the election, more than 30 additional countries have 
officially joined the pact. The path set by Trump not only is squandering U.S. prestige but also 
will cede American leadership on clean energy to other major powers, most notably China. 

As Americans, we need to do all we can to stop the Trump administration and Republican 
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leaders in Congress from implementing the most anti-environmental agenda in decades. The 
engagement and direct action being taken by individuals in every community in every state is 
nothing short of inspiring. Resistance works. 

But the political power that can make the biggest difference resides with the governors, mayors 
and other elected officials who can pick up the climate-change mantle abandoned by the Tmmp 
administration and help the United States lead by example. Working together, these leaders can 
serve as a powerful counterbalance to the lack of climate policy ambition that the Tmmp 
administration is demonstrating at the national and international levels. 

To be sure, there will be setbacks in the months ahead. The fossil-fuel industries will get their 
share of handouts from the White House. But there are still plenty of open paths toward a clean
energy future. It is up to all of us to blaze those trails on behalf of our children and 
grandchildren. 

Meet The Woman Rescuing Fruit and 
Feeding Her Community 

Currently, 40% of all food goes to waste in San Diego leaving one in five people in the city food 
insecure. Food insecurity means, simply, the state of being without reliable access to a sufficient 
quantity of affordable, nutritious food. 

Supermarkets dispose of too much good food, regular consumers waste groceries, and the 
erosion of environmental resources means that North Americans lead the world in food waste. 
It's a depressing thought for sure. Luckily, Y ouTuber and activist Rob Greenfield's new video 
may give you some hope. 
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Enter, Nita Kurmins Gilson, the woman bringing fresh fmit to thousands of San Diegans in need. 
In 2009, Nita learned that one in six people in her county were going to bed hungry. She also 
saw an abundance of fresh produce going to waste all over the city. 

Nita connected the dots to be part of the solution for both food waste and hunger. She began by 
picking excess fmit from neighborhood trees and hand-delivered it to local food pantries. What 
started with "one woman, one box, and one car" has expanded to 300 volunteers, and together 
they have harvested over 100,000 pounds of fresh fmit. 

Besides fmit trees, they also harvest excess crops from local small farms, and collect unsold 
produce from weekly farmers markets. 

All to feed children, families, seniors, veterans, and the homeless in need. Nita also speaks to and 
educates the community about sustainability and food justice. She co-founded CropSwap with 
the mission to feed the hungry and reduce waste, and she's doing an amazing job! 
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Opinion 

... And in Happier News 

The big announcement is over. What 
happens now? 

President Trump never uttered the words "climate change" yesterday as he snuffed out former 
President Obama's plans to curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

Speaking at U.S. EPA headquarters, flanked by coal executives and their employees, Trump said 
the "energy independence" executive order would usher in a "new era of energy" that would 
eliminate federal overreach, shower the country with wealth and put miners back to work. The 
president singled out the Clean Power Plan, Obama's rule to curb emissions from the power 
sector, as the greatest regulatory threat to coal miners. 
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"We are going to have clean coal, really clean coal. We are going to cancel job-killing 
regulations - by the way, regulations not only of this industry but every industry. We are going 
to have safety, clean water and clean air, but so many [regulations] are unnecessary, and so many 
are job-killing," Trump said. 

"You know what this is?" Trump asked the miners as he prepared to sign the order. "You are 
going back to work. Ready?" 

That neither Trump nor EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt, Vice President Mike Pence, Energy 
Secretary Rick Perry or Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke, nor any of the two dozen lawmakers or 
industry leaders in the EPA Map Room mentioned climate change yesterday was not a 
coincidence. The executive order is the latest and most sweeping step in the administration's 
unabashed effort to weaken or eliminate federal efforts to study climate science, curb carbon and 
protect vulnerable parts of the United States from flooding and sea-level rise. 

In addition to rolling back the Clean Power Plan, the order targets EPA and Bureau of Land 
Management regulations on methane emissions from the oil and gas sector. It reopens BLM 
regulations on hydraulic fracturing, eliminates Obama's Climate Action Plan and cuts down 
federal calculations of the social cost of greenhouse gas emissions. The Department of Energy, 
Trump said, will have a role in fostering employment in the energy sector. 

"Together, we will create millions of American jobs, also so many energy jobs, and really lead to 
unbelievable prosperity all throughout our country, and Rick Perry is going to have a lot to do 
with that," he said. 

'People need to see mines reopening' 

The order stands to reinforce the idea that Trump is deeply suspicious of climate science, even as 
his advisers seek to soften his past statements about its being a conspiracy by the Chinese and 
Democrats. 
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White House press secretary Sean Spicer was asked yesterday during the White House daily 
briefing if Tmmp still believes that climate change is a hoax. Spicer didn't dispute it. Instead, he 
said the president would talk about "the climate and what he believes" when he signed 
yesterday's order. That didn't happen. 

"He does not believe that, as I mentioned at the outset, that there is a binary choice between job 
creation, economic growth and caring about the environment," Spicer said. "I think, at the end of 
the day, where we should be focusing on is making sure that all Americans have clean water, 
clean air, and that we do what we can to preserve and protect our environment." 

The president's focus on coal yesterday harked back to promises he had made for more than a 
year to reopen coal mines and put workers in hard hats and reflective stripes back to work. The 
order yesterday began a countdown to making those promises real. Announcing the end of a mle, 
which miners detest, is one thing. Putting them back to work is another. 

Many experts say there's no easy way to resuscitate Appalachian coal towns, which face bigger 
challenges than government regulations, like plentiful and cheap natural gas. Spicer said 
yesterday that the administration hasn't estimated how many jobs might be created by rolling 
back the Clean Power Plan. 

Earlier this week, a senior administration official acknowledged that several pressures "conspire" 
to affect the coal industry, with regulations being just one of them. The president doesn't 
influence all of them, but he will do his part to make government a better friend to coal, the 
official said. 

The question is whether that's enough. Miners were happy yesterday, but if they continue to feel 
as if the dice are weighted against them, some of them might begin to see Tmmp as just another 
Washington politician. 

"I think people need to see mines reopening," said Glen Bolger, a Republican pollster. "There's 
risk in everything in politics. You can't deliver on everything. But you have to deliver enough 
things." 
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States plan to fight 

Actually rolling back the Clean Power Plan will likely be a multi-month process, blighted by 
legal challenges if EPA tries to get rid of the rule without putting in a replacement. That is 
because the agency is under a legal obligation to act, first because greenhouse gases are an air 
pollutant, and second because those greenhouse gases endanger public health and welfare, said 
Steven Silverman, a former EPA attorney under President Obama. 

"Leaving nothing in place I don't think is a legal option, so long as the endangerment finding 
stands," said Silverman. 

He noted that EPA has a lot of discretion to weigh cost, feasibility and lead time while writing 
regulations but would still have to account for facts already compiled in the administrative 
record that were used to justify the creation of current regulations. 

"There would be legal ways to adopt significantly less stringent standards to pass legal muster. I 
can think of some, but I don't want to tell them," Silverman said. 

Though the Tmmp administration has singled out the Clean Power Plan as a main culprit in 
killing coal jobs, Silverman pointed out that the Obama administration saw at least the new 
source standard for power plants as a "lifeline, not an albatross," for the coal industry. 

"It's a technology that captures emissions, it can put those C02 captured emissions to product 
use, for enhanced oil recovery for example, or safely sequestered. It's a way for that industry to 
coexist with a world that is trying to cope with climate change," he said. 

New York Attorney General Eric Schneiderman (D) said his office would oppose efforts by 
Tmmp's Department of Justice to freeze the case currently residing in the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit, as instmcted by the executive order. 
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"We intend to oppose any effort to hold in abeyance the litigation to defend the Clean Power 
Plan and any effort to roll it back," Schneiderman told reporters yesterday. 

Predictable reactions from right and left 

In the hours before Trump made his first appearance at the agency, EPA headquarters closed its 
shades in preparation for the president's arrival, as heightened security patrolled the grounds. 
Staff mulled the consequences of the administration's recent actions on the agency. 

"People are just keeping their doors shut. The president coming here is a deliberate stick in our 
eye," said one employee, who worked in enforcement of the Clean Water Act but declined to 
give his name. 

"Keep calm and carry on is the mantra," said another EPA staffer. "Hopefully, everything will 
get straightened out," she added. 

Fossil fuel leaders cheered the order. 

"Today's action by President Trump calls on his administration to review existing federal agency 
policies that have held back American energy production, rescinding rules that have limited our 
economic growth with little benefit," Independent Petroleum Association of America President 
Barry Russell said in a statement. 

The reactions on Capitol Hill, meanwhile, underscored the partisan divisions on climate change. 
Republicans in energy-rich states celebrated the administration's hands-off approach to fossil 
fuel development. They represent industries that for years have suggested that Obama's actions 
symbolize a social prejudice against oil and coal. 

"After eight years of radical environmental policies from the White House, we now have a 

ED_0011318_00005644-00006 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

president focused on bringing coal jobs back," said Rep. Evan Jenkins (R-W.Va.). 

Democratic argued that Trump's move would only introduce uncertainty into the business 
environment and would do nothing to create an economic boost. Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D
R.I.) predicted that the regulatory rollback would be unlikely to survive court challenge, 
particularly as Pruitt plans to keep the Obama-era endangerment finding for carbon intact. 

"I don't think he has a lot of real running room rather than to delay for a bit and wait for that 
litigation," said Whitehouse. "They're playing with fire here, and I think they're going to find that 
they'll be burning their fingers." 

In the evening, scores of environmental activists gathered in front of the White House to 
condemn the executive order. Holding up signs demanding clean air and climate justice, they 
criticized the administration for rolling back clean energy initiatives that boosted both local 
economies and health, saying that the order provided businesses with a green light to pollute. 

Sen. Ed Markey (D-Mass.), who also attended the rally, encouraged the public to fight Trump 
and the "Big Oil cartel." 

"Today, Donald Trump did not sign an executive order. He signed a declaration of war against a 
clean energy revolution, against climate change as a science," he said, adding that the order was 
a symptom of climate denial, rather than a step toward energy security. 

"[W]e know what his formula is on climate change: Deny, delay, defund- and it will create a 
disaster for the entire planet," said Markey. 

Laura Anderko, director of Georgetown University's Mid-Atlantic Center for Children's Health 
and the Environment, said that the Clean Power Plan would have saved 300,000 sick days a year 
if implemented through 2030, as well as prevented 90,000 asthma attacks in children on an 
annual basis. 
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"We need to help the administration understand that clean air means good health," she said. 

Trump lawyers ask court to halt climate 
rule case 

II ill 

Trump administration attorneys are asking an appeals court to hold off on ruling on whether the 
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Clean Power Plan is legal. 

In a filing late Tuesday, attorneys notified the court that President Trump had signed an 
executive order earlier that day asking the EPA to consider repealing the climate change 
regulation, and that EPA administrator Scott Pruitt had officially started that process. 

Given those circumstances, the Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia should put a pause 
on proceedings until the new regulatory process for potential repeal is complete, they said. 

"The Clean Power Plan is under close scrutiny by the EPA, and the prior positions taken by the 
agency with respect to the rule do not necessarily reflect its ultimate conclusions," the Justice 
Department attorneys wrote. 

"EPA should be afforded the opportunity to fully review the Clean Power Plan and respond to 
the president's direction in a manner that is consistent with the terms of the executive order, the 
Clean Air Act, and the agency's inherent authority to reconsider past decisions. Deferral of 
further judicial proceedings is thus warranted," they said. 
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The appeals court is considering a lawsuit filed by a coalition of conservative states, energy 
companies, business interests and others, who sued to stop the rule in 2015 after the Obama 
administration finalized it. Pruitt, who was Oklahoma's attorney general at the time, was one of 
the leading challengers. 

Ten of the court's justices heard oral arguments in September in the case, and could rule any day 
on whether the limits on carbon dioxide emissions for power plants are legal and constitutional. 

But Trump's Tuesday order effectively flips the government's position from defending the rule 
to opposing it. 

The court is not obligated to heed the Trump administration's request. And even though the EPA 
is nearly certain to repeal the rule, the court could still uphold it. 

Additionally, environmental groups, Democratic states and other supporters of the regulation 
may ask the court to continue its proceedings, with the rule's supporters acting to defend it. 

Trump's Tuesday order was wide-ranging, targeting not just the Clean Power Plan, but nearly all 
ofObama's executive actions and regulations on climate change. 

Trump order scrambles epic legal 
standoff 
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President Tmmp's executive order aimed at scrapping Obama-era climate actions scrambles 
existing litigation and sets the stage for high-stakes courtroom battles to come. 

The Obama administration's signature effort to address climate change is squarely in the order's 
crosshairs. U.S. EPA must review the Clean Power Plan- which seeks to slash greenhouse gas 
emissions from power plants- and work to revise or withdraw it as needed to support Tmmp's 
goal of bolstering domestic energy production. 

The Justice Department has already asked an appeals court to halt litigation over the mle. In a 
filing last night, government lawyers argued that the case should be paused while EPA considers 
the executive order. 

"EPA should be afforded the opportunity to fully review the Clean Power Plan and respond to 
the President's direction in a manner that is consistent with the terms of the Executive Order, the 
Clean Air Act, and the agency's inherent authority to reconsider past decisions," DOJ told the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. "Deferral of further judicial 
proceedings is thus warranted." 

Supporters of the regulation have limited short-term options to combat the move but have 
promised aggressive opposition of any action EPA Administrator Scott Pmitt takes to roll back 
the key feature ofObama's climate legacy. 

Tmmp's order comes after years of mlemaking and litigation over the Clean Power Plan, which 
was finalized in 2015 and promptly challenged by a slew of states, coal companies, utilities and 
industry groups. The Supreme Court in early 2016 stepped in to freeze the mle while the 
litigation moved forward. 

Ten judges from the D.C. Circuit last year waded through briefs from hundreds of parties to the 
litigation and heard hours of oral arguments during a fiery September showdown. Supporters and 
opponents of the mle have been on the lookout since then for a decision from the court, but 
yesterday's executive order could derail a mling. 
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"The question is, what will the court do, given the fact that [the litigation has] taken this long?" 
said former DOJ attorney James Rubin, now at Dorsey & Whitney. "But the answer is: Who the 
hell knows? You can predict what courts will do, but the Clean Power Plan has been nothing but 
unpredictable." 

Quick action 

In the near term, supporters of the Clean Power Plan have limited options to battle Trump's 
order. 

Supporters of the rule are positioned to oppose DOJ's request to pause the litigation. 
Environmental and public health groups, along with states and a group of power companies, 
have intervened in the case to defend the rule. 

"It is very unusual if not unprecedented for there to be a case to be litigated this long based on an 
administrative record this full that goes all the way up to an en bane hearing at an appellate court 
and then one of the parties says, 'Well, we don't want a decision after all,"' New York Attorney 
General Eric Schneiderman (D) said in a call with reporters yesterday. "That is something that is 
extraordinarily unusual, so we would seek a ruling from the D.C. Circuit." 

New York is one of more than a dozen states that intervened in support of the rule. 

Natural Resources Defense Council attorney David Doniger said environmental groups are on 
the same page, vowing to oppose DOJ's attempt to freeze the litigation. 

New York Assistant Attorney General Michael Myers, who argued for the rule in court last fall, 
noted that this would not be the first time intervenors have carried on defense of a government 
action an administration no longer supports. 
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Environmental lawyers defended the Clinton-era Forest Service "roadless rule" after the George 
W. Bush administration announced plans to reconsider it, and they played a similar role after the 
Bush administration walked away from an enforcement case against Duke Energy Corp. 

In more recent action, environmental intervenors have moved to continue litigation over the 
Obama-era hydraulic fracturing rule, even though the Trump administration has announced plans 
to roll back the regulation. The groups have argued that legal questions over the Interior 
Department's authority over fracking must be answered by the court regardless of whether a rule 
exists March 16). 

Rubin, the former DOJ lawyer, noted that the court may be inclined to grant the Trump 
administration's request to put the Clean Power Plan litigation on hold because courts don't like 
issuing "advisory opinions." 

"While these are fascinating legal issues, they are all contextual," he said. "The issue of 
deference [to EPA's Clean Air Act interpretations] is an important issue in a vacuum, but you 
really have to look at the regulation you're talking about. So I would be surprised if the court, 
being told EPA was going to change the rule, would want to then issue an opinion on the old 
rule." 

Plus, he noted, Clean Power Plan supporters could be playing a dangerous game in pushing for a 
final decision that could end up being unfavorable to them. 

"You could argue that it's really important to know whether EPA has the authority to go beyond 
the fenceline of the plant ... but to what end?" he said. "Because EPA's not going to do that 
anytime soon. 

"And if you make that argument and you lose, then EPA can't do that in the future," he 
continued, "whereas if the court doesn't rule at all and EPA changes the rule, then the hope is 
when EPA turns back to a Democratic administration, if ever, you can try that again." 
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Challenging the EO? 

A more daring, if far-fetched, approach to battling Trump's assault on the Clean Power Plan 
would be a challenge to the executive order itself. 

While such presidential actions are typically off-limits to judicial review, lawyers opposing 
Trump's recent immigration orders scored quick legal success as courts froze the administration's 
new travel restrictions. 

Court watchers note, however, that yesterday's order is a different animal, with extensive 
regulatory proceedings on the horizon before having practical effects for the climate rule. 
Indeed, the directive is couched in qualifiers, telling EPA to rescind or revise the rule "if 
appropriate" and "to the extent permitted by law." 

Case Western Reserve University law professor Jonathan Adler argued that the order is likely 
not ripe for a court to review. 

"I don't think they really have too many options," he said in an email, referring to rule 
supporters. "They could try to file something preemptively (as was done with the Trump 
regulatory EO), but I don't think any such action is ripe yet." 

Environmental attorney Sean Donahue, who is helping to defend the rule, seemed to agree, 
noting that the order "doesn't have any legal effect" on the regulation. 

"So I wouldn't foresee any challenges to the EO as to those regulations -just as there have been 
no lawsuits challenging Donald Trump's general statements about the CPP," he said in an email. 

Doniger, the NRDC lawyer, said he needed to study the order more before commenting on 
whether environmental groups will seek to challenge it directly. 
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"It's truly possible that somebody goes in there and sues over the executive order and tries to 
make a big deal about it," Rubin said. "I don't think they're likely to get the kind of stay or 
litigation success you saw in the immigration case. It's a totally different context." 

Playing the long game 

Clean Power Plan supporters' most powerful legal tools lie in future challenges to EPA's actions. 

After the agency completes its review of the rule and goes through a rulemaking process to 
rescind or replace it, supporters of the Obama administration's plan can challenge the final 
decision. 

Richard Revesz, director of the Institute for Policy Integrity at New York University School of 
Law, said in a statement that "this is the first move of a long chess game that will take years to 
unfold, and future moves will be far more challenging." 

If the agency opts not to replace the Clean Power Plan, environmentalists, states and allies will 
point to legal precedent in Massachusetts v. EPA, in which the Supreme Court ruled that EPA 
has authority to regulate greenhouse gases, coupled with the agency's subsequent finding that 
greenhouse gases threaten human health. 

"Given the case law and the statutory structure and various Supreme Court decisions, we are 
very confident that EPA cannot just dismantle the Clean Power Plan and leave nothing in its 
place," Schneiderman said. "It has to have regulations in place on greenhouse gases, and one 
way or another, we're going to make sure that happens." 

Rumors have circulated that Pruitt plans to attempt to roll back his agency's endangerment 
finding for greenhouse gases, but Trump's executive order did not address the issue. 
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ClearView Energy Partners analyst Christi Tezak noted that while simply scrapping the Clean 
Power Plan would offer industry quick regulatory certainty, Trump's EPA may be inclined to 
instead craft a less stringent regulation that could make it tougher for a future administration to 
build on. 

"Do they take the strategy of saying we don't need a rule altogether, which would still leave the 
risk, albeit in the future, that somebody comes down and creates a new regulation?" she asked. 
"Or do you make the attempt to fill that gap with something ... and just do it in such a way that 
makes it really hard for a greener-leaning administration to modify it without congressional 
help?" 

Any attempt by EPA to replace the Clean Power Plan with a softer rule would also face legal 
challenges by groups that say such an effort would likely fall short of the agency's obligation to 
address greenhouse gases. 

"We will use every step in the administrative process to block these rollbacks," Doniger said. 

Schneiderman noted that an extensive administrative record supports Obama's approach, and any 
attempt to weaken that would have to justify a departure from a trove of existing public 
comments, research and agency determinations that support the Clean Power Plan's approach, 
plus new comments submitted during the rulemaking process to rescind the rule. 

Opponents of the rule, meanwhile, have argued that EPA could take a simpler approach to 
undoing the Clean Power Plan - sidestepping reconsideration of the meat of the rule and instead 
agreeing with challengers that the regulation is beyond the scope of the Clean Air Act. 

Some have argued that the rule is barred by what's known as a "legislative glitch" in which the 
House and Senate passed two different versions of Clean Air Act amendments in 1990. 
According to one interpretation of the amendments, EPA cannot regulate power plants with the 
Clean Power Plan because it already regulates power plants under another section of the law 

1-nc::>rrnEIA,rlrc::> Feb. 10). 
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Many court watchers have expressed skepticism about that approach, arguing that a court would 
quickly reject such a narrow interpretation of the Clean Air Act. 

In any case, the Institute for Policy Integrity's Revesz warned that the Clean Power Plan rollback 
process and related litigation promise years of conflict. 

"This issue might not be resolved before the 2020 election, so the fate of the Clean Power Plan 
might ultimately be determined by the winner of that election," he said. 

Dem states pledge climate action in face 
of Trump roll-back 

Liberal-leaning states are promising to push forward with aggressive targets for reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions and developing renewable energy sources just as President Trump 
moved to ron back much of his predecessor's efforts to combat climate change. 

In state capitols from Albany to Sacramento, Democrats lambasted the executive order Trump 
signed Tuesday that begins the process of rolling back the Clean Power Plan, an Obama-era rule 
aimed at cleaning up coal-fired power plants. 

"President Trump's decision to ax the Clean Power Plan cedes U.S. global leadership and 
increases the risk that climate change will continue to damage our state. We can't afford to slow 
our efforts, and we won't," Washington Gov. Jay Inslee (D) said Tuesday. 
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A coalition of 17 Democratic attorneys general and city attorneys from six cities said they would 
consider what legal actions could be taken to block Trump's order. 

"We're very confident that the EPA cannot simply dismantle the CPP and leave nothing in its 
place," New York Attorney General Eric Schneiderman (D) said in a conference call Tuesday 
afternoon. "We regret the fact that the president is trying to bow back history. But it's not going 
to happen. The markets are moving. The states are moving." 

Inslee, Oregon Gov. Kate Brown (D), California Gov. Jerry Brown (D) and the Democratic 
mayors of Seattle; Portland, Ore.; San Francisco; Oakland, Calif.; and Los Angeles said in a joint 
statement that the new executive order "moves our nation in the wrong direction and puts 
American prosperity at risk." 

Separately, Jerry Brown and New York Gov. Andrew Cuomo (D) reaffirmed their states' 
commitment to reducing greenhouse gas emissions in the coming years to well below previous 
highs. Both states have set goals of lowering greenhouse gas emissions by 40 percent below 
1990 levels by 2030 and 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. 

In both statements, the governors said collective action is necessary to combat a global problem. 
New York is a member of the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative, a cooperation between 
Northeastern and Mid-Atlantic states that established a cap-and-trade program. Washington, 
Oregon, California and British Columbia, in northwest Canada, have signed a similar 
agreement. 

"It doesn't make sense for Oregon to do it alone. It makes sense when we [combat climate 
change] on a regional basis," Kate Brown said Saturday in Seattle, where she and Inslee met to 
plot strategy. 

Last week, California's Air Resources Board voted to implement strict emission limits on 
automobiles and to require automakers to get more zero-emission vehicles to market. That vote 
came after Trump ordered the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to reconsider greenhouse 
gas emission limits put in place by the Obama administration, limits in which California has a 
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say under the 1970 Clean Air Act. 

California must now seek a waiver from the EPA for its stricter limits. If that waiver is granted, 
as it was under the Obama administration, other states may adopt those same emissions limits. 

Environmental groups say states taking action on climate change will enjoy the secondary 
benefit of cornering the market on renewable energy. New York has committed to developing 
wind turbines off Long Island. States like Washington and Oregon already get a huge percentage 
of their power from renewable hydro sources. 

"Ultimately, states that lead like California, Washington and other, they are trying to capture as 
much of the clean energy market as possible," said Bill Holland, state policy director at the 
League of Conservation Voters. "The governors of states like Washington and California are 
acting in the real world to create economic opportunity." 

But Republican-led states said the new executive order would reverse a rule that put an unfair 
onus on states and the energy industry. 

"We're heartened by the president's latest action, which shows he's serious about returning 
common sense and the rule oflaw to the EPA," Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton (R) said in a 
statement. "And we look forward to the EPA returning to the cooperative approach with the 
states that the Clean Air Act and Clean Water Act expressly require as it reconsiders the 
unlawful Clean Power Plan." 

The Democratic opposition to Trump's rollback represents a new front in a burgeoning legal war 
between the administration and blue states, one reminiscent of the battles fought by Republican 
attorneys general against the Obama administration's climate actions in recent years. 

In the case of the Clean Power Plan, Republican states are still fighting the Obama-era rule. A 
coalition of 19 Republican-led states asked the EPA earlier this month to reconsider several 
rules, including the Clean Power Plan, under a collaborative framework they said was envisioned 
by both the Clean Air Act and the Clean Water Act. 
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Trump executive order reveals cracks in 
GOP approach 

President Trump's executive order revealed minor cracks in the GOP's approach to climate on 
Capitol Hill yesterday and inspired talk of carbon pricing legislation. 

Two GOP lawmakers from South Florida who have urged their party to be more accepting of 
climate science bucked the administration's sweeping directive on "energy independence" and 
called on Trump to consider the impact man-caused warming is having on sea-level rise, ocean 
acidification and coral reefs. 

Rep. Carlos Curbelo (R-Fla.), co-founder of a bipartisan caucus that is focused on legislative 
approaches to mitigation and adaptation, said the rollback of emissions standards was 
"misguided." Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-Fla.) declared it "troubling" and a backward step. 

"Weak environmental policies ultimately lead to the destruction of jobs and quality oflife. I hope 
the Administration will work with me and my colleagues in the Climate Solutions Caucus to Act 
on this in a responsible, bipartisan way going forward, but today that is clearly not the case," 
Curbelo said in a statement. 

Democrats vowed to defend U.S. EPA's efforts to regulate greenhouse gases and said they would 
try to uphold funding for the agency during the upcoming appropriations process. 
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They are also planning to introduce a bill to rescind the executive order Trump signed that makes 
good on his campaign trail pledge to unravel Obama-era plans to curtail global warming. 

But they predicted most of the fight over the Clean Power Plan will play out in court. 

"The heart of the battle is going to be litigation," Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-R.I.)- a former 
state attorney general- told reporters. 

Last night, the Justice Department asked the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit to halt litigation over the rule as EPA works through Trump's executive order. 

Separately, Sen. Chris Van Hollen (D-Md.) announced he would reintroduce legislation that 
would revive a carbon cap-and-dividend proposal he championed as a member of the House 
C~L~IJ!)!Jl~, Feb. 24, 2015). 

"President Trump is either ignorant to the basic facts of climate change, or he is willfully 
poisoning our atmosphere to benefit Big Oil and wealthy special interests. The health and 
prosperity of all Americans is at risk," Van Hollen said yesterday. "We must fight back, and I 
plan to reintroduce the 'Healthy Climate and Family Security Act' this spring as part of that 
effort." 

Backlash 

The legislation is similar to a proposal pitched to the White House in February by a group of 
senior Republican statesmen. That plan would tax carbon dioxide at the source - an oil refinery, 
for instance - then return the revenue directly to taxpayers in the form of a dividend check 
(ii[~IJ!)!Jl~, Feb. 8). 

Supporters of the idea are optimistic that Trump's "repeal-only climate strategy" will provoke 
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significant backlash from the American public. 

They point to polling that shows majorities of people in every congressional district support 
setting strict limits on C02 Feb. 28). 

"At that point Republicans will be looking for a replacement plan- that is how we are 
positioning our plan," said Ted Halstead, founder of the Climate Leadership Council, which 
coordinated the carbon fee-and-dividend outreach to the West Wing. 

But Republicans for the most part didn't seem worried about negative reaction to Trump's 
directive. 

Rep. Tom Reed (R-N.Y.), one of the co-sponsors of a GOP resolution acknowledging the threat 
of global warming and calling for action to address it, said he believes Trump's intent is to put 
some type of "reasonable standard" in place. 

Reed said his constituents support a "much more reasonable cost-benefit approach" to addressing 
climate than President Obama's Clean Power Plan and other initiatives. 

"They say we've got to solve this problem, but we have to do it in a much more rational way," 
Reed told E&E News, pointing to tax incentives for clean energy technologies as one policy 
prescription. 

"This action doesn't necessarily precipitate an immediate response," Reed said. 

Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.), who has urged his party to work to find policy compromises to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, told E&E News that he was "OK" with Trump's directive. 
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Other moderates, such as Sens. Lamar Alexander (R-Tenn.) and Jeff Flake (R-Ariz.), sidestepped 
questions on the sweeping order, saying they had not had the chance to review it in depth. 

"Whenever we can get rid of regulation and be more energy independent, it's a good thing," 
Flake said. 

Endangerment finding 

The lawmakers who most closely align with Trump on energy issues, a handful of whom 
attended the signing ceremony for the executive order at EPA headquarters, were heartened by 
his pledge to help revive the ailing coal industry. 

Sen. Steve Daines (R-Mont.) said he didn't believe the president's new approach on these issues 
was a "trade-off' between energy development and environmental protections. 

"This gets back to having a balanced approach here," he said yesterday during a conference call 
with reporters. "We can be pro-clean air, pro-clean water, and you can be pro-responsible natural 
resource development." 

Daines, who is chairman of the Senate Western Caucus, said that he'd "spent a lot of time 
listening" to his constituents on the issue and that "most Montanans" believe there needs to be a 
balanced energy portfolio that includes coal, oil and natural gas, but also hydro, wind and solar 
power. 

"Coal keeps the lights on, literally and figuratively," in Montana, Daines said, saying it would be 
"devastating" to the state's economy to lose the tax revenues and jobs that come with energy 
production. 

"Without a vibrant energy industry and the jobs it provides, the tax revenue it provides, our state 
could tum into a place that only the rich and famous will be able to recreate in," said Daines. 
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"And the average mom and dad who wants to buy that elk tag at Walmart will no longer be able 
to live in Montana." 

Rep. Kevin Cramer (R-N.D.) said that in a divided country there is bound to be disagreement 
over energy policy, but the public would likely be "very pleased" by the results of the executive 
order. 

It directs each federal agency to identify rules and policies that "potentially burden the 
development or use of domestically produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, 
natural gas, coal, and nuclear energy resources." 

Cramer suggested there could still be a "reasonable way" to work on emissions reductions. 

"But I think to sort of wipe the slate as clean as we can by eliminating unreasonable regulations 
and then start the more collaborative process- I think people will like what they are seeing," he 
said in an interview. 

Rep. Joe Barton (R-Texas) stopped shy of criticizing Trump for taking what some conservatives 
consider to be a more moderate approach to the Obama administration's climate policies than 
they expected March 28). 

Barton sides with those who want EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to target the 2009 
endangerment finding that allows the agency to regulate greenhouse gases under the Clean Air 
Act. 

"I told somebody at EPA just when I went to the signing that they ought to really take a look at 
the endangerment finding that the Obama administration issued when they first got in office," 
Barton said. "I think it's very flawed and should be at a minimum revisited." 
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Ex-Obama team distressed as Trump 
guts climate regs 

Hundreds of people in the Obama administration spent years building the climate change 
regulations that the president hoped would mark a lasting turning point in the nation's response 
to global warming. But it took only a couple of months for President Donald Trump to start 
wiping them out. 

That stunning course shift has left former Obama environmental officials and diplomats 
frustrated and upset- if not surprised. 

"From the moment the election became clear, all of us had the months and years of work that we 
had done flash before our eyes," said Christy Goldfuss, who served as former President Barack 
Obama's top environmental adviser as the leader of the White House Council on Environmental 
Quality. 

For Gina McCarthy, who led EPA when it issued its landmark greenhouse gas restrictions for 
power plants, it was no shock that Trump would seek to undo Obama's climate regulations by 
using the same executive power that had gone into their creation. But she said she's stunned at 
how fast Trump is moving. 

"The approach they're taking is really a slash-and-bum approach," she told POLITICO. 

"I really honestly don't know what dragon they're trying to slay here," McCarthy added. "I 
really don't. If they're saying EPA has done something illegal, then let the courts decide that. If 
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they think that EPA is anti-economy, then show me some data that shows that." 

McCarthy, who returned to her native Boston after the White House handover, admitted that she 
has turned to one of her city's tried-and-true methods of coping with frustration: "We drink a lot 
of coffee during the day and other things at night. And night comes earlier and earlier." 

Trump took the short drive to EPA headquarters on Tuesday to stand with a group of coal 
miners, his EPA chief Scott Pruitt, Energy Secretary Rick Perry and Interior Secretary Ryan 
Zinke, and sign an executive order that started the process to undo the power plant rule. The 
order also repeals directives aimed at reducing the federal government's own carbon footprint, 
and it directs agencies to ferret out any additional policies "that potentially burden the 
development or use of' oil, natural gas, coal or nuclear energy. 

The president also told federal regulators to stop using the "social cost of carbon," which 
attempts to quantify the effects of climate change, in economic analyses of future rules. 

For Brian Deese, who served as Obama's energy adviser, Trump's action hit close to home. "I 
was in charge of everything that's in this executive order," he said. 

"Of course it's frustrating," he added. "But this work and the efforts we put in place were never 
about us or about President Obama, and so I'm much more focused on the road ahead and less 
focused on the frustration about all of the effort that our teams put in - and much more focused 
now on what can be done to try to keep the momentum of the transition toward keeping cleaner 
energy sources in place." 

He noted that stock prices for coal-related companies are "down, underperforming the market by 
several percentage points"- which he sees as a sign that the U.S. economy's transition to 
cleaner energy sources "is firmly enough under way that this administration cannot 
fundamentally change that dynamic." And that, he argued, is partly because of the Obama team's 
efforts, "not only on the regulatory side, but also with respect to research and commercialization, 
tax incentives and otherwise. I've got that big picture in perspective today." 
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Trump's assault in the climate regulations was hardly a surprise- he had promised as much 
during the campaigns, and news reports on the timing and content of the executive order had 
circulated for more than a month. But waiting didn't make the outcome any easier on the Obama 
alumni. 

"You know, we've been waiting for this thing to come out for weeks," said Goldfuss, the former 
White House adviser. "On the one hand we're ready for it, on the other hand it felt shittier every 
day that went past." 

She said the EPA power plant regulation, whose final version she helped draft, "was the 
president's signature climate action. The day he announced those regulations for us was as 
influential as the health care legislation as in that issue area. It was a big day, people were 
overwhelmed with emotion, people were doing not only what the president wanted us to do, but 
what was best for the American public." 

In June 2013, Obama, in short sleeves, addressed a crowd on a sweltering day Georgetown 
University, saying he would "refuse to condemn your generation and future generations to a 
planet that's beyond fixing." He ordered the federal government to change how it dealt with 
climate change, and called on his EPA to draw up the power plant rules -which Obama and 
McCarthy did two years later, on August 3, 2015. 

Nancy Sutley, who headed the CEQ until2014, pointed out that Trump's EPA is still required by 
law to address the carbon emissions blamed for climate change - thanks to the agency's Obama
era scientific conclusion that greenhouse gas pollution threatens human welfare. "They're going 
to have to figure out something to do instead. I don't know that they'll come up with anything 
that's better or more thought through than what [Obama's] EPA put out." 

Tuesday's order came less than a month after Trump issued another directive putting on hold an 
EPA rule called Waters of the U.S., which a federal court had already frozen while it considered 
legal challenges from farmers, homebuilders and 31 states. The White House order on that rule 
left former EPA water chief Ken Kopocis and his agency colleagues "devastated," he said. 

Kopocis, who had worked on the issue for years as a Capitol Hill staffer before heading to EPA, 
said he and his colleagues had a sense of accomplishment about creating the regulation, which 
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aimed to untangle a decades of legal confusion and offer clearer federal protections for 
headwater streams and wetlands. 

"It's hard enough that the work that they did has been challenged and is currently stayed by the 
courts. It's quite another thing to have an administration who wants to undo all of your work for 
those many. many years," he said. 

For one ex-Obama administration staffer, Tuesday contained at least some relief: Trump did not 
pull the U.S. out of the 2015 Paris climate agreement negotiated by the former president and ex
Secretary of State John Kerry. Under that pact, nearly 200 countries around the world agreed to 
set themselves targets to cut their greenhouse gas emissions- a major achievement after the 
United States' abandonment of its 1997 predecessor, the Kyoto Protocol. 

"The tragedy would be if we stick our head in the sand for a few years, while the likes of China 
and the EU and India and Japan mobilize their industrial bases to try and dominate the global 
green energy market," said Paul Bodnar, who served as energy adviser on the National Security 
Council and helped negotiate the Paris agreement. 

For now, Bodnar said he's not distraught because the Paris deal has solid support from other 
nations, and "we have built a system that can resist what happens. A withdrawal [from Paris] 
would be damaging, but I don't think we're in a Kyoto situation, where Kyoto never recovered." 

But, he added: "Hypothetically, if they did withdraw, would I need a stiff drink? Yes, I would." 

For McCarthy, Trump's executive order was more than a disappointment. 

"This day is really embarrassing for the United States, not just dangerous for our kids and our 
future," she said. "It's embarrassing for us and our businesses who do global work to be actually 
be dismissing incredible opportunities for new technologies and economic growth and United 
States leadership." 
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New EPA chief plans 'humble' approach 
to regulating C02 emissions 

The Environmental Protection Agency will take a less aggressive approach to regulating carbon 
dioxide emissions than in the past, the agency's administrator Scott Pruitt signaled on Tuesday. 

Pruitt spoke shortly after President Donald Trump signed an executive order aimed at scaling 
back the previous administration's efforts to mitigate the impact of climate change. 

"I think what comes next is a much more humble view of what the EPA's response to C02 is 
within the Clean Air Act," he told CNBC's "Closing Bell." 

The EPA has concluded that carbon dioxide, or C02, is the primary driver of manmade climate 
change. But Pruitt told CNBC earlier this month he does not currently believe C02 is a "primary 
contributor" to global warming. 

Trump's executive order on Tuesday set into motion a review of President Barack Obama's 
landmark Clean Power Plan, which aims to reduce emissions from power plants, particularly 
ones that bum coal. Pruitt's EPA will be responsible for writing a new rule to replace it. 

Pruitt said the EPA would not issue rules that pick winners and losers. 
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"We're going to focus on clear air, but we're going to do so in a way that's fair and equitable to 
all forms of energy in this country," he said. 

The Supreme Court ruled in 2007 that the EPA has the authority to regulate heat-trapping gases 
from automobiles. In 2014, it determined the agency could also regulate some sources of 
greenhouse gases, such as power plants. 

Pruitt reiterated a point he made during the earlier interview: that Congress has not yet passed a 
law on regulating C02. He again suggested that could be on the agenda. 

"There's a very fair question that needs to be asked and answered. Are the tools in the toolbox? 
Does the EPA actually have the tools in the toolbox to address this issue?" he said. 

"That's something that we're going to have to talk about as we go forward." 

Trump climate move risks unraveling 
Paris commitments 

President Trump's climate change order has thrown a wrench into the Paris climate deal. 

Trump on Tuesday signed an executive order undoing most of the major climate work Barack 
Obama pursued as president. 
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The order didn't touch the Paris agreement, an international pact on greenhouse gas emissions 
that Obama pursued aggressively during his second term. But it begins the process of ending the 
electricity-sector pollution regulation Obama said would help fulfill U.S. commitments, a 
decision that underlines Trump's dismissal of the agreement. 

There is internal debate in the Trump administration about the importance of staying in the Paris 
deal. But Tuesday's order - and other measures Trump has advanced during his presidency -
indicates he's ready to leave it behind, formally or not. 

"This is like a runner on a track," David Waskow, the international climate director at the World 
Resources Institute, said of the order's impact on U.S. climate work. 

"The runner is going to keep moving forward, but someone is on the edge of the track throwing 
all sorts of objects in the way." 

Obama' s Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized the Clean Power Plan in 2015. It 
aims to cut pollution from the electricity sector as a way to help achieve Obama's ambitious goal 
in the Paris agreement: a 26 percent to 28 percent reduction in total U.S. greenhouse gas 
emissions by 2025 

Trump's Tuesday order only mandates a review of the Clean Power Plan. But he and his 
administration aggressively oppose it, indicating it's likely to come off the books after the 
review. 

Undoing the regulation would undermine federal efforts to meet Obama' s Paris goal, unraveling 
the U.S. commitments under the pact. 

"Without the Clean Power Plan, it will be impossible to achieve the U.S. [pledge] under the Paris 
agreement," Robert Stavins, the director of the Harvard Project on Climate Agreements, said in 
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an email. "It would have been difficult even with the Clean Power Plan." 

Trump's climate order emboldened critics of the Paris deal. 

"I think the U.S. ought to withdraw from the climate agreement in Paris," Sen. John Barrasso (R
Wyo.) said on Tuesday. 

"I think it was a mistake by President Obama, and since he chose not to bring it to the Senate for 
confirmation, it's clearly not a treaty, so I'm for withdrawing from it completely." 

Trump's industry allies, while praising the details of the order itself, said the administration also 
needs to move quickly to get out of the Paris accord. 

"We urge the president to fulfill his campaign promises to remove the U.S. from the Paris 
agreement," said former Trump transition official Thomas Pyle, the president of the American 
Energy Alliance, which receives some fossil fuel funding. 

"Failure to do so could risk the remainder of President Trump's attempts to rein in the regulatory 
state and undo the harmful climate policies of the previous administration." 

The order garnered criticism from Democrats, greens and officials who worked to forge the deal 
in 2015. 

"The action by the U.S. to undo important domestic carbon reduction regulation, in the face of 
the enormous momentum building globally toward a low carbon economy, risks putting the 
country on a back-foot at a time when most Americans are looking to lead," said Christiana 
Figueres, the former executive secretary of the United Nation's climate office. 
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"This decision will make things harder, not easier, for Americans." 

Nixing the emissions rule is Trump's latest and clearest sign that he's ready to leave the Paris 
deal in the dust, even ifhe doesn't formally take the U.S. out of the agreement. 

In his budget proposal, Trump proposed ending federal funding for several international climate 
change accounts, including the Paris deal's Green Climate Fund. Obama had pledged $3 billion 
for the program, but he was only able to spend $1 billion on it while in office. 

During the campaign, Trump was hostile to the Paris deal, saying he would, at least, renegotiate 
it and even consider leaving the pact once he became president. 

The White House's rhetoric on the agreement has changed. On Monday night, an administration 
official said the status of the deal was "still under discussion," though the official acknowledged 
Obama' s climate goals under the pact are likely dead. 

"We have a different view about how you should address climate policies in the United States," 
the official said. "So we're going to go in a different direction. I can't get into what ultimately 
that means from an emissions standpoint. I have no idea." 

There is a dispute among Trump officials about how to address the climate deal. 

Some, like Secretary of State Rex Tillerson, have said the U.S. should stay in the climate deal 
and not lose "our seat at the table." Others, though, deeply oppose the agreement: EPA 
Administrator Scott Pruitt last weekend called it a "bad deal" because the United States' goals 
are more aggressive than other high-polluting nations. 

Republicans say it doesn't need to be a choice between staying in the Paris deal and dropping 
out. 
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Rep. Kevin Cramer (R-N.D.), who called Tuesday "the most significant day yet in the Trump 
presidency," is circulating a letter encouraging the administration to stay in the Paris deal, but 
only if certain conditions are met, including rolling back Obama's greenhouse gas targets. 

Cramer, an energy adviser for Tmmp during the presidential campaign, said staying in the deal is 
"probably the direction it's going" at the White House. 

"My preference would still be to get out of it, but I see the value of staying in it," Cramer said. "I 
would not call it a loss if we don't get out of Paris, if we impose more of our will on the accord." 

Exxon asks White House to stay in 

The country's largest oil company has asked President Trump not to make good on his promise to 
"cancel" U.S. participation in the Paris climate agreement. 

Exxon Mobil Corp.'s environmental policy manager, Peter Trelenberg, said in a to George 
David Banks, climate chief for the National Security Council, that the U.S. could best safeguard 
the interests of its multinational petroleum companies by remaining within the 2015 accord and 
helping to shape it. 

"We believe that the United States is well positioned to compete within the framework of the 
Paris Agreement, with abundant low-carbon resources such as natural gas, and innovative private 
industries, including the oil, gas and petrochemical sectors," he stated. 
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Trelenberg said plentiful domestic supplies of cheaper natural gas have helped reduce carbon 
emissions. And he added that having the U.S. at the negotiating table as parties begin to write the 
accord's rulebook would help ensure a "level playing field" for the fuel. 

"Therefore the United States should advocate for policies that promote innovation and flexibility 
afforded by competition and free markets to help ensure the world pursues the most cost
effective opportunities to meet people's energy needs and reduce global greenhouse gas 
emissions," he said. 

Exxon has backed the Paris deal in the past. That's why environmentalists have been hoping the 
company's former CEO- Secretary of State Rex Tillerson- can help dissuade Trump from 
bailing on it. 

Trelenberg's letter, dated March 22, comes as a tug of war continues within the administration 
over whether Trump should withdraw the United States from the deal, a question that is likely to 
be settled relatively soon. 

Trump's daughter Ivanka Trump and son-in-law, Jared Kushner, were instrumental in cutting a 
Paris withdrawal from a series of planned executive actions, including against the Clean Power 
Plan. 

Several members of Trump's National Security Council, including Banks, are said to back 
remaining in the deal for pragmatic reasons, and he met recently with representatives from fossil 
fuel companies, including Exxon and ConocoPhillips Co., to ask their views on the issue. 

ConocoPhillips CEO Ryan Lance gave reporters what his press office later characterized as a 
"no comment" answer on Paris during a conference earlier this month. 

"We are committed to addressing concerns related to greenhouse gas emissions while providing 
the energy supply needed to support global economic growth and well-being," he said, adding 
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that collaboration with Paris would "require collaboration" between industry and government. 

Besides touting the role gas plays in reducing emissions, Trelenberg suggested that the Trump 
administration negotiate for free-market policies within the Paris framework, and that it promote 
the development and deployment of carbon capture and storage technology. 

White House personnel who support remaining within the accord are said to be attempting to 
negotiate a "concession" for the fossil fuels sector in talks with European counterparts in 
exchange for staying in, but details aren't available. 

National Academies panel endorses 
human air pollution tests 

A panel of outside experts has broadly endorsed U.S. EPA's use of voluntary human testing in air 
pollution studies, saying in a new report that the controversial practice yields valuable data not 
obtainabie through other means. 

Although health risks to participants can't be ruled out, the odds of long-term harm from the 
laboratory tests are "unlikely to be large enough to be of concern," according to the =~~' 
released today by the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering and Medicine. The review 
panel recommended, however, that EPA use "plain language" in its consent forms and take other 
steps to make sure that would-be recruits understand what they're getting into. 

"While communicating with potential participants, it's particularly important to appropriately 
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characterize the risks," Robert Hiatt, a professor of epidemiological and biostatistics at the 
University of California, San Francisco, who chaired the National Academies committee, said in 
a news release. "EPA needs to make every effort to ensure that these descriptions are accurate, 
scientifically grounded and comprehensible to people." 

The outside review, requested by EPA, aimed to address criticism of the agency's reliance on 
what are known as "controlled human inhalation-exposure" (CHIE) studies that involve exposing 
people to air laced with pollutants such as particulate matter or ozone. In a 2012lawsuit, one 
advocacy group with ties to the oil industry likened the practice to Nazi medical experiments; 
while the suit was dismissed within months, Sen. Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) called reports on the tests 
"extremely disturbing." 

But the report found that CHIE studies have "have provided unique information" that could not 
be obtained from animal testing or epidemiological research drawing on people engaged in their 
day-to-day routines. The 15-member review committee singled out, for example, their "critical 
importance" in guiding EPA's decision to move from a one-hour to an eight-hour averaging time 
for the ambient air quality standard for ozone. 

Other studies have been valuable in confirming the human health effects of exposure to 
particulate matter that had already shown up in animal research, the report said. 

While the fine particles known as PM2.5 are linked to an array of heart and lung problems, those 
perils are tied to long-term cumulative exposure, the report said. Because the EPA studies may 
involve exposures of just two hours, the chances of any increased chronic disease risk are likely 
"vanishingly small." 

EPA carries out the CHIE studies at its laboratory in Chapel Hill, N.C., using paid volunteers 
who are deemed healthy enough that they are unlikely to suffer any problems from controlled 
exposures to dirty air. In the past, agency officials have staunchly defended the importance of 
human testing, as well their efforts to ensure participants' well-being. 

"We really do take safety of the subjects with the utmost seriousness," Robert Kavlock, currently 
the agency's acting chief of research and development, told E&E News in 2015 Feb. 
6, 2015). Kavlock referred a request for comment on the new report to EPA's press office, which 
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did not respond in time for publication today. An Inhofe spokeswoman also had no immediate 
comment on the report, whose release today coincided with the formal launch of the Trump 
administration's efforts to roll back EPA regulations addressing climate change (g~rfll.@& 

But Steve Milloy, an attorney involved in the 2012 lawsuit, said the report failed to address what 
he called a contradiction between EPA's finding that there is no safe level of exposure to PM2.5 
and the agency's willingness to expose study subjects to such fine particulates, which are no 
more than 2.5 microns in diameter. 

"This is just a total whitewash," Milloy said in an interview today. "If PM is as dangerous as 
EPA says, then these experiments are illegal." 

The National Academies review committee, made up mostly of university professors, looked at 
eight CHIE studies in compiling its report. Out of 845 intentional pollutant exposures conducted 
at the North Carolina facility from the beginning of 2009 to last October, one participant 
unexpectedly developed an irregular heartbeat during a particulate matter experiment but 
reverted to a normal heartbeat within two hours and was hospitalized overnight for observation, 
according to the news release. 

That hospitalization, while amounting to 0.1 percent of experimental pollutant exposures, 
"illustrates that despite substantial efforts to screen potential participants," the release added, 
"there is some level of risk in these studies." 

A 2014 by EPA's inspector general had also urged improvements to EPA's policies for 
protecting participants; the agency addressed all of the recommendations, according to the 
report. 

Campaign to spread climate doubt picks 
up steam 
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"Alt-science" is finding a home in Washington. 

In the age of" alternative facts" and the declaration of news as "fake" if it challenges previously 
held political beliefs, fringe and industry science that bucks years of federal research is gaining 
newfound prominence. Now, conclusions not published in any of the world's premier science 
journals could soon be influencing federal policy, backed by Trump administration officials, 
congressional Republicans, conservative think tanks and a billionaire investor. 

Within the field of climate science, there is virtually no debate about the basic cause of climate 
change. The vast majority of researchers long ago determined that human activity- chiefly the 
burning of fossil fuels - is causing the planet to warm. 

There are, of course, some researchers with a long history of peer-reviewed studies who question 
man's role in global warming and have concluded that more discussion is needed to determine its 
full extent. Still, the recipe for curtailing climate change, as determined by most of those who 
study climate, starts primarily with curbing the burning of fossil fuels. 

Today, the House Science, Space and Technology Committee will hold a hearing that will frame 
climate change as a debate, by including the field's most prominent skeptics as witnesses. It also 
will explore the hostility faced by those who come forward with views outside the mainstream. 
In addition, a bill that would allow for greater industry participation in U.S. EPA's Science 
Advisory Board, which can strongly influence regulations on industry, is expected to pass the 
House this week. 

David Titley, director of the Center for Solutions to Weather and Climate Risk at Pennsylvania 
State University and a former chief operating officer at the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, argues that the framing is purposeful. As long as climate science is framed as a 
debate, he said, exaggerating the amount of uncertainty can be used against any sort of 
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regulation that restrains fossil fuel use. 

"You don't need to disprove climate scientists; you just need to simply show, 'Hey, there's a 
debate; nobody really knows, and why should we do anything?"' he said. "It's the perfect 
outcome if you don't want a debate about policy." 

Science has long been bent in Washington to fit inside political opinions. But the current 
onslaught that is hitting climate scientists is unprecedented in recent years, longtime observers 
said. 

Michael Mann, a climate scientist at Penn State who will participate in the House hearing, said 
the elevation of untested anti-climate change theories is why actual scientists will march on 
Washington next month. He said there needs to be more outrage about the climate denial 
research now gaining increased influence in Washington. 

"It is hard to believe that here, in the 21st century, powerful political forces are working so hard 
to reh1m us to the Dark Ages, to reject the Enlightenment and everything we have learned," he 
said. "It is shocking and frightening. What we are witnessing is an attack on the very foundation 
that modem civilization is based upon." 

Transition member: NASA, NOAA research is not science 

When the Heartland Instih1te hosted its 12th annual conference on climate change in Washington 
last week, it featured sessions on how fossil fuels improve human health, encourage plant growth 
and are capable of establishing world peace. A number of speakers claimed that their research 
was ignored by the world's reputable science journals, not for its shoddiness, but because of a 
massive global conspiracy of environmentalists and liberals. 

In the audience were a few members of Trump administration's transition team for EPA and 
NOAA as well as Robert and Rebekah Mercer. The Mercer family has poured millions of dollars 
into Trump super political action committees as well as in groups that promote climate denial 
and attack legitimate research as fraudulent. They also own part of the Breitbart News Network, 
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the alt-right news organization that routinely portrays climate change as a liberal hoax. 

Energy companies, including Exxon Mobil Corp. and Peabody Energy Inc., in tum spend 
millions of dollars to support Heartland or the sponsors of the conference, according to 
bankruptcy filings and other public disclosures. 

Steve Milloy, a member of the Trump administration's transition team at EPA and a lawyer who 
nms a blog that criticizes climate scientists, said he expects the type of science espoused at the 
Heartland conference to play more of a role in setting policy in order to reframe climate research 
as a debate. He said the research at NASA and NOAA is not actually science. 

"We need to establish rules for doing science, because government scientists apparently don't 
know what science is anymore; we need to take away the money, get rid of the authority," he 
said. "We need to stop playing along with these people." 

Kenneth Haapala, a member of the Trump administration's landing team at NOAA, said he 
expects climate skepticism to inform Trump administration policy. Haapala, who has been called 
a "swamp alligator" by Democratic lawmakers because he rejects mainstream climate science, 
runs the Science and Environmental Policy Project, which produces reports that attempt to run 
counter to mainstream climate science. 

"I think we're going to see more healthy skepticism coming from the official position," he said. 

'It's where the science meets policy' 

The Trump administration has already outlined cuts to climate research at EPA, NOAA, NASA 
and the Department of Energy. 

House Science Chairman Lamar Smith (R-Texas) has routinely accused federal agencies of fraud 
if he does not like their scientific conclusions. Smith told the crowd, to a raucous cheer, that he 
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would be open to crafting legislation that would punish scientific journals that publish studies 
that don't meet his standards of peer review, which he did not define. 

"The days of trust-me science are over," Smith said. 

Some in the crowd at Heartland were hobbyists who conduct their own scientific research in 
retirement. Others have the ability to directly influence Trump administration climate policy. 
Rebekah Mercer silently glared at a reporter when asked why her foundation had invested $6 
million in Heartland and the Heritage Foundation, as The Washington Post recently reported. 

David Kreutzer, who now serves as EPA deputy associate administrator for policy, economics 
and innovation, also sat for some of the sessions. 

The rhetoric of cutting science that is used as a basis for regulation means that there can be no 
meaningful discussion about how to prepare humanity for climate change, said Maria Zuber, 
chairwoman of the National Science Board. The proposed cuts to climate science appear to 
center on business interests and ignore the real risks of global warming, she said. Climate 
skepticism is connected to concerns about regulation of business, she added. 

"My feeling on the matter is that the problem is not climate science; the problem is either real or 
perceived issues with overregulation that is bad for business and the loss of jobs, so until we 
address those two issues, we're not going to be able to have a serious conversation about the 
appropriate investment to mitigate the risk," Zuber said. 

James Taylor, one of the conference speakers and a senior fellow for environment and energy 
policy at Heartland, said it's for the White House to stop ignoring climate skeptics. He said there 
is plenty of evidence in peer-reviewed scientific literature to suggest that the world is not in a 
climate crisis. And while he said he believes humans have some role in causing change, he 
expects mainstream science will not be ignored in Washington during the Trump administration. 

"Looking at the Trump administration, looking at the future, it's where the science meets policy," 
he said. "For people who believe we're creating a climate crisis, there are still affordable 
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abundant energy options that would significantly reduce greenhouse gases. Nuclear power is 
emissions-free; hydropower is emissions-free; natural gas cuts emissions in half." 

White House outlines more cuts for 
energy, environment 

The White House is asking Congress to siash biHions of doHars from energy and environmentai 
programs for the last six months of fiscal 2017, beyond the already deep cuts it previously 
proposed for next year. 

According to obtained by E&E News, the Trump administration is proposing 
that $1.75 billion be cut from the Energy and Water Development appropriations bill and $714 
million be carved from the Interior and Environment spending measure. 

Specifically, the administration would cut the Department of Energy by $1.43 billion, U.S. EPA 
by $247 miHion, the Interior Department by $371 miHion and the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration by $300 million. 

The administration sent the proposals to Capitol Hill on Friday as lawmakers and the White 
House prepare for grinding talks over spending for the last half of fiscal 2017. A stopgap funding 
measure, known as a continuing resolution, expires April 28, and Congress will need to put a 
new spending plan in place by then or face a politically treacherous government shutdown. 

The White House earlier this month said it wanted $18 billion in domestic spending cuts for 
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fiscal2017 to help fund a $33 billion hike in supplemental defense spending for the final six 
months of the year. Documents circulated this week mark the first time the administration has 
offered details on where those supplemental cuts would be taken, the bulk of them - about 
$7.25 billion- coming from the Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education spending 
bill. 

Lawmakers are unlikely to welcome the domestic cuts that many in both parties have said are not 
the way to pay for Pentagon increases. Several appropriators said they would prefer the defense 
hike be counted as emergency spending so it would not require offsetting cuts. 

House Minority Whip Steny Hoyer (D-Md.) told reporters today that proposing additional cuts to 
energy and environmental programs across government is a "non-starter" for the supplemental 
spending measure. He said Congress should stick to the two-year budget agreement passed in 
2015 that sets spending caps for fiscal 2016 and 2017. 

"The 'art of the deal' is keeping the deal," he said. 

A Senate appropriations aide stressed the reductions were not being floated by Senate 
Republicans. 

The proposed cuts to energy and environmental programs target efforts that President Trump has 
already said would be or are expected to be cut in fiscal2018. The full budget proposal for next 
year is due in May. 

Chopping block 

Under the proposal for the rest of fiscal 2017, DOE's renewable energy and energy efficiency 
efforts would face the budget ax. 

The administration wants to cut about 25 percent ($516 million) from the $2 billion energy 
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efficiency and renewable energy program by decreasing grants and rescinding unobligated 
spending. The Advanced Research Projects Agency-Energy budget, where the department has 
focused on commercializing clean energy technologies, would be reduced by more than 50 
percent ($150 million) from $290 million. 

Fossil fuel research programs would also take a more than 50 percent hit ($341 million) from 
current spending of $631 million for the rest of the year. The savings would come largely by 
cutting research grants. 

At EPA, state environmental grant programs would be cut by about 10 percent ($115 million) 
from $1.079 billion. The White House notes that the reduction would help the agency ease into 
far larger reductions of about 44 percent for those grant programs it is seeking for fiscal2018. 

Also marked for cuts would be EPA research and development programs by about 10 percent 
($48 million) from $483 million. Documents say the money would come out of climate research 
programs and grants. 

At Interior, the single largest savings would come from tapping $230 million in proceeds in the 
department's Southern Nevada Public Land Management account, which collects fees from 
public lands sales around Las Vegas. Other reductions would hit the Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation Program ($90 million) and the payment-in-lieu-of-taxes program ($51 million). 

For the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the proposal would cut funding for 
the National Sea Grant College Program by $30 million, from its current budget of $73 million. 
The administration wants to completely eliminate it in fiscal2018. The program supports 
research at 33 universities and is popular among both Republicans and Democrats, but the 
administration calls it a "lower priority research grant program that primarily benefits industry 
and state and local stakeholders." 

Tmmp is also asking Congress to eliminate funding for the Pacific Coastal Salmon Recovery 
Fund, noting that it has collected $1 billion since 2000. NOAA has repeatedly- and 
unsuccessfully- tried to decrease the program's funding. Congress reliably funds it anyway, at 
$65 million annually. 
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The Trump administration's proposed cuts would represent a double hit for the agencies. 

The reductions would come from current, fiscal 2017 spending, which is mostly based on fiscal 
2016levels since the government has been operating under a CR. In many cases, the current 
spending is lower than what agencies had sought in their fiscal2017 budget requests. 

White House Seeks To Start EPA's 
Budget Cuts In FY17, Sparking New 
Fight 

Sparking a new battle over Trump administration plans to slash federal spending, the White 
House is proposing to cut an additional $247 million from EPA's budgets when the current 
spending authorization for fiscal year 2017 expires at the end of April, arguing in part that the 
effort will "ease the transition" to the more severe cuts being sought for FY18. 

But the new plan is sparking stiff opposition from state officials, who are already concerned that 
the administration's plans to ratchet back spending in FY18 will prevent them from taking on 
new delegated authorities the administration plans to provide, let alone implement existing 
responsibilities. 

States are "currently underfunded and would find it difficult to accommodate any cuts to air 
quality grants" in particular, one state air official said. "That is true not only for the steep cuts 
being proposed for FY 2018, which would be devastating, but also for the possible reductions for 
FY 2017 that have been reported," the source added. 
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The administration earlier this week provided to lawmakers a proposed budget amendment that 
seeks $247 million in cuts to EPA's operating budget from what the agency would otherwise 
have received if Congress maintained current spending levels through the rest of the year. 

The cuts target a handful of EPA programs -- brownfields project grants, Superfund cleanups, 
the Office of Research and Development (ORD), state categorical grants, and Great Lakes 
cleanups-- that are already slated for massive cuts or elimination in the administration's 
controversial FY 18 request. 

For example, the FY18 request already seeks to eliminate funds for Great Lakes cleanups, while 
cutting state grants by 45 percent, ORD by 43 percent, brownfields project grants by 40 percent 
and Superfund cleanups by 30 percent. 

'Reduction Options' 

But the administration's draft "reduction options" for FY18, first reported by Politico, proposes 
additional cuts to the programs beginning in the second half ofFY17 when the current 
continuing resolution (CR) --which had generally funded EPA at FY16levels --expires. 

The largest cut the administration is seeking is for state categorical grants, funds states use to 
implement federal programs. The plan seeks to cut $115 million from the $1.08 billion in 
categorical grants states would have received had current levels been maintained, saying they are 
not as severe as those planned for FY18. 

"These grants fund state environmental programs and offices, which are being significantly 
scaled back in the FY 2018 proposal. This smaller cut eases into that transition by reducing most 
grants by -10%, compared to a -44% reduction in the FY 2018 Blueprint," the document says. 

Similarly, the proposal seeks an additional $30 million cut from the $500 million the Superfund 

ED_0011318_00005644-00046 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

cleanup program was expected to receive, adding that the cuts "will ease the program into further 
reductions in FY 2018." 

The document also proposes that ORD be cut by an additional $48 million from the $483 million 
it was slated to receive, saying the cut will be implemented by eliminating the office's climate 
change research. "This reduction to ORD scales back climate-related research (such as EPA's 
contribution to the [U.S. Global Change Research Program] and lower-priority extramural 
research grants." 

For the Great Lakes restoration program, the document seeks a cut of $49 million from the $299 
million the program would have received, suggesting it can continue to be funded from "high 
unobligated and unliquidated balances." 

And brownfields is slated for an additional $5 million cut from the $80 million it would 
otherwise receive. "These grants are meant only to catalyze additional private investment, so 
even at a reduced level EPA can reach many sites," it says. 

President Trump Risks the Planet 

That didn't take long. 

Only 10 weeks into his presidency, and at great risk to future generations, Donald Trump has 
ordered the demolition of most of President Barack Obama's policies to combat climate change 
by reducing emissions from fossil fuels. 
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The assault began with Mr. Trump's pledge in Detroit to roll back fuel efficiency standards for 
cars and trucks, continued with a stingy budget plan that would end funding for climate-related 
scientific programs and reached an unhappy apex Tuesday with an executive order that, among 
things, would rescind the centerpiece of Mr. Obama' s clean power strategy, a rule that would 
shut down hundreds of old coal-fired power plants and freeze the construction of new ones. 

None of this was unexpected from a man who has described climate change as a hoax invented 
by the Chinese to destroy American industry and who has surrounded himself with cabinet 
officers and assistants who know or care little about the issue of global warming and its 
consequences -and who, in many cases, owe their political success to the largess of the oil, gas 
and coal companies. 

Still, the gathering at the Environmental Protection Agency on Tuesday was deeply dismaying 
-and not only because of Mr. Trump's tired complaints about job-killing regulations. Or his 
false promises of more jobs for coal workers whose industry is in irreversible decline because of 
cheaper natural gas and the tripling in capacity since 2008 of cleaner energy sources like wind 
and solar. 

It was dismaying also because it repudiated the rock-solid scientific consensus that without swift 
action the consequences of climate change - rising seas, more devastating droughts, widespread 
species extinction- are likely to get steadily worse. It was dismaying because it reaffirmed the 
administration's support for older, dirtier energy sources when all the economic momentum and 
new investment lies with newer, cleaner forms of energy. It was dismaying because it flew in the 
face of widespread public support for environmental protection - including the pleas of the 
executives ofhundreds of major American corporations who fear that without energy innovation 
their costs will rise and their competitive edge over foreign companies will be lost. 

Perhaps most important, Mr. Trump's ignorance has stripped America of its hard-won role as a 
global leader on climate issues. There was some relief that Mr. Trump did not use the occasion to 
withdraw the United States from the Paris agreement concluded in December 2015, when 195 
nations came together for the first time in a collective effort to reduce greenhouse gases, in large 
part because of the tireless efforts of Mr. Obama and his secretary of state, John Kerry, to bring 
the Chinese and India along. 

But the truth is that Mr. Trump has, for all practical purposes, repudiated Paris. The initiatives 
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that he threatens to dismantle are the very ones that support Mr. Obama' s expansive pledge in 
Paris to reduce America's greenhouse gas emissions by more than one quarter below 2005 levels 
by 2025. Without them, the United States will have neither the tools nor the credibility to lead 
the world on emissions reduction, and surely the leaders of China and India and the rest of the 
world are smart enough to see this. 

This raises two very real dangers. Either other big countries also pull out of the agreement. Or 
they decide to seize the initiative on clean energy sources, which would be good for the climate 
but bad for American industry. 

Are there ways to avert this madness? Yes. Mr. Trump's orders will not take effect right away. 
The E.P.A. will need a year or longer to develop a replacement for the Clean Power Plan. 
Progressive states like California and New York will almost surely proceed with their own 
initiatives to reduce greenhouse gases. And then there is public opinion. It punished the 
Republicans severely in 1994 when Newt Gingrich and his allies tried to roll back environmental 
laws. It punished them again in 2008 after eight years of denialism and prevarication on climate 
change under George W. Bush and his fossil fuel acolyte, Dick Cheney. There is time enough 
before Mr. Trump's ignorance translates into actual policy for the public to make its opposition 
to this anti-science agenda felt again. 

Trump is on a rampage to endanger the 
planet. Now it's up to us to save it. 

John Podesta, the chair of Hillary Clinton's 2016 presidential campaign, served as counselor to 
President Barack Obama, where his duties included overseeing climate and energy policy, and 
chief of staff to Bill Clinton. 
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President Trump is a man on a mission, or, perhaps better yet, a man on a rampage to reverse 
President Barack Obama' s climate legacy and his substantial achievements in confronting the 
global threat of climate change. 

Unfortunately, that rampage is running smack-dab into the reality that climate change is real and 
unforgiving. Last week's report by the World Meteorological Organization noted that the world 
is experiencing record warming, with the past three years being the hottest recorded, rising 
carbon-dioxide levels, an alarming drop in Arctic and Antarctic sea ice, and severe droughts in 
southern and eastern Africa and Central America. 

As the report warned, the planet is now in truly uncharted territory. 

Trump's reaction to the mounting evidence? Ignorance that is not only willful but destructive. 

Since taking office, Trump has taken steps to eliminate limits on carbon pollution and increase 
America's dependence on foreign oil, including by moving to weaken vehicle efficiency 
standards and import more Canadian tar-sands crude oil. His proposed budget decimates 
scientific research, he selected an Environmental Protection Agency administrator who denies 
climate science, and he has just signed a broad executive order that will dismantle environmental 
protections and cost taxpayers more than $40 billion. Compounding these outrages, he has 
directed the government to implement an accounting system that would exaggerate the benefits 
and discount the costs of his actions. 

Make no mistake, the Trump administration's rampage against the environment presents an 
existential threat to the entire planet. But we cannot give up hope that we can still avert the most 
severe aspects of climate change. 

Winning the popular vote by nearly 3 million votes was not enough for Hillary Clinton to win 
the White House, but those votes nonetheless reflect the voices of a majority of Americans. 
Public-opinion research consistently finds that most Americans believe climate change is a major 
problem and support steps to cut carbon pollution. 
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What's more, a study found that the counties that voted for Clinton and progressive leadership in 
November generate nearly two-thirds of U.S. economic activity. This is significant because 
moderate and progressive leaders at the local and state levels can, as a result, guide two-thirds of 
the U.S. economy into a clean-energy transformation. 

We are already seeing this in states such as California and New York, which are establishing 
themselves as global climate leaders. Mayors from both red and blue states, meanwhile, are 
continuing to move aggressively to build clean-energy economies and deliver climate solutions. 

Thanks to this leadership and innovation and entrepreneurship in the private sector, America's 
clean-energy economy is strong enough to withstand a short-term change in policy. The Obama 
administration's focus on emissions reductions and clean energy will not be easily reversed. U.S. 
net imports of foreign oil fell by more than 50 percent from 2008 to 2016, emissions declined to 
their lowest level since 1992, and the economy continued to grow. 

As much as Tmmp might try to ignore it, this shift toward clean energy is a global one. More 
than 130 countries have now officially joined the Paris agreement- a historic pact to reduce 
greenhouse-gas pollution and build resilience against the destmctive effects of climate change. 
Rather than reverse course in the wake of the U.S. election, these countries have reaffirmed their 
commitment to the agreement; since the election, more than 30 additional countries have 
officially joined the pact. The path set by Tmmp not only is squandering U.S. prestige but also 
will cede American leadership on clean energy to other major powers, most notably China. 

As Americans, we need to do all we can to stop the Tmmp administration and Republican 
leaders in Congress from implementing the most anti-environmental agenda in decades. The 
engagement and direct action being taken by individuals in every community in every state is 
nothing short of inspiring. Resistance works. 

But the political power that can make the biggest difference resides with the governors, mayors 
and other elected officials who can pick up the climate-change mantle abandoned by the Tmmp 
administration and help the United States lead by example. Working together, these leaders can 
serve as a powerful counterbalance to the lack of climate policy ambition that the Tmmp 
administration is demonstrating at the national and international levels. 
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To be sure, there will be setbacks in the months ahead. The fossil-fuel industries will get their 
share of handouts from the White House. But there are still plenty of open paths toward a clean
energy future. It is up to all of us to blaze those trails on behalf of our children and 
grandchildren. 

Meet The Woman Rescuing Fruit and 
Feeding Her Community 

Currently, 40% of all food goes to waste in San Diego leaving one in five people in the city food 
insecure. Food insecurity means, simply, the state of being without reliable access to a sufficient 
quantity of affordable, nutritious food. 

Supermarkets dispose of too much good food, regular consumers waste groceries, and the 
erosion of environmental resources means that North Americans lead the world in food waste. 
It's a depressing thought for sure. Luckily, Y ouTuber and activist Rob Greenfield's new video 
may give you some hope. 

Enter, Nita Kurmins Gilson, the woman bringing fresh fmit to thousands of San Diegans in need. 
In 2009, Nita learned that one in six people in her county were going to bed hungry. She also 
saw an abundance of fresh produce going to waste all over the city. 

Nita connected the dots to be part of the solution for both food waste and hunger. She began by 
picking excess fmit from neighborhood trees and hand-delivered it to local food pantries. What 
started with "one woman, one box, and one car" has expanded to 300 volunteers, and together 
they have harvested over 100,000 pounds of fresh fmit. 
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Besides fmit trees, they also harvest excess crops from local small farms, and collect unsold 
produce from weekly farmers markets. 

All to feed children, families, seniors, veterans, and the homeless in need. Nita also speaks to and 
educates the community about sustainability and food justice. She co-founded CropSwap with 
the mission to feed the hungry and reduce waste, and she's doing an amazing job! 
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From: Schmidt, Lorie 
Location: 
Importance: 
Subject: CPP 
Start Date/Time: 
End Date/Time: 

7340 WJCN 
Normal 

Thur 3/23/2017 6:30:00 PM 
Thur 3/23/2017 7:30:00 PM 

I'm not sure we need an hour, but thought it best to schedule it that way 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Mazza, Carl 
Thur 3/9/2017 8:03:11 PM 
fyi 

CLEAN POWER PLAN 

Trump order now 'unlikely' this week 

Published: Wednesday, March 8, 2017 

An executive order aimed at repealing the Obama administration's signature climate change rule is now 
"unlikely" to come this week, according to a White House official. 

The directive, which had been slated to be signed this week by President Trump, "may be pushed beyond 
this week," the official said. 

Details about the exact timing and contents of that order remain unclear. 

The document was previously expected to tackle energy and climate issues broadly by ordering U.S. EPA 
to undo the Obama administration's Clean Power Plan for greenhouse gases and a related rule to curb 
new power plants' emissions, and to repeal the coal leasing moratorium on federal lands. Some also 
speculated that the order could be even broader, tackling additional Obama-era climate and energy 
policies. 

But some sources now say the looming order may be narrower than expected, targeting only EPA rules to 
limit carbon dioxide emissions from new and existing power plants. 

Some supporters of the Clean Power Plan have welcomed the delay, but critics of the rule are eager for 
the administration to take action. 

"For those of us working on the issue, it's a bit frustrating that we don't have the executive order yet," said 
Jeff Holmstead, an industry attorney at Bracewell LLP who is representing clients suing EPA over the rule 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
Hutson, Nick 
Wed 3/8/2017 7:08:48 PM 
in the news 

CLEAN POWER PLAN 

Trump order now 'unlikely' this week 

Robin Bravender, E&E News reporter 

Published: Wednesday, March 8, 2017 

Energy Strategies Group 

Office of Air & Radiation 

U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 

Research Triangle Park, NC 27711 

tel:+ 1 919 541 2968 

email: hutson.nick@epa.gov 
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To: Evans, Wilma[Evans.Wilma@epa.gov]; Rush, Alan[Rush.Aian@epa.gov]; Davis, 
Alison[Davis.Aiison@epa.gov]; Hambrick, Amy[Hambrick.Amy@epa.gov]; Vasu, 
Amy[Vasu.Amy@epa.gov]; Shatas, Angie[Shatas.Angie@epa.gov]; Wood, Anna[Wood.Anna@epa.gov]; 
Harnett, Biii[Harnett.Bill@epa.gov]; Lamason, Biii[Lamason.Bill@epa.gov]; Alfaro, 
Carlos[Aifaro.Carlos@epa.gov]; Evarts, Dale[Evarts.Dale@epa.gov]; Smith, 
Darcie[Smith.Darcie@epa.gov]; Cozzie, David[Cozzie.David@epa.gov]; Sasser, 
Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov]; Thompson, Fred[Thompson.Fred@epa.gov]; Hemby, 
James[Hemby.James@epa.gov]; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan[Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov]; Noonan, 
Jenny[Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Bradfield, John[Bradfield.John@epa.gov]; Santiago, 
Juan[Santiago.Juan@epa.gov]; Gamas, Julia[Gamas.Julia@epa.gov]; Kaufman, 
Kathy[Kaufman.Kathy@epa.gov]; Mills, Kathy[Mills.Kathy@epa.gov]; Holt, Kay[Holt.Kay@epa.gov]; 
Rimer, Kelly[Rimer.Kelly@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Bremer, 
Kristen[Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov]; Bunte, Laura[Bunte.Laura@epa.gov]; Chappell, 
Linda[Chappeii.Linda@epa.gov]; Strine, Lora[Strine.Lora@epa.gov]; Morales, 
Mariei[Morales.Mariel@epa.gov]; Henigin, Mary[Henigin.Mary@epa.gov]; Warner, 
Maryann[Warner.Maryann@epa.gov]; Brachtl, Megan[Brachti.Megan@epa.gov]; Ling, 
Michaei[Ling.Michael@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike[Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; South, 
Peter[South.Peter@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Damberg, 
Rich[Damberg. Rich@epa .gov]; Wayland, Richard[Wayland. Richard@epa.gov]; Evans, 
Ron[Evans.Ron@epa.gov]; Terry, Sara[Terry.Sara@epa.gov]; Mathias, Scott[Mathias.Scott@epa.gov]; 
Fruh, Steve[Fruh.Steve@epa.gov]; Page, Steve[Page.Steve@epa.gov]; Johnson, Yvonne 
W[Johnson.Yvonnew@epa.gov]; Lessard, Patrick[Lessard.Patrick@epa.gov]; Scavo, 
Kimber[Scavo.Kimber@epa.gov] 
From: Ashley, Jackie 
Sent: Fri 2i24i2017 6:56:i5 PM 
Subject: RE: NEWS CLIPS and EPA Daily News Briefing for Friday, February 24, 2017 

Another clip for this afternoon .... 

Thanks. 

Trump orders agencies to create 
regulatory reform task forces 

02/24/17 12:52 PM EST 
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President Donald Trump on Friday ordered federal agencies to begin identifying rules for 
elimination- a move he presented as part of his larger assault on regulations he said damage 
the economy. 

Trump's move may not have much immediate effect, but it continues an anti-regulatory push that 
began on the first day of his administration. The executive order he signed in the Oval Office 
Friday directs each federal agency to set up a "regulatory reform task force" to review an 
agency's existing regulations and search for rules to repeal or modify. The task forces, in 
particular, will be directed to "focus on eliminating costly and unnecessary regulations," 
according to a White House official. 

Trump previewed the move in a speech earlier in the day at the Conservative Political Action 
Conference. 

"We have begun a historic program to reduce the regulations that are crushing our economy -
crushing," Trump told the CPAC crowd at National Harbor, Md. "And not only our economy, 
crushing our jobs because companies can't hire. We're going to put the regulation industry out of 
work and out of business." 

The president previously issued an order directing agencies to identify two regulations for repeal 
for every rule that is written, prompting outcries from environmentalists, labor unions and 
consumer advocates. Several groups have sued to block that order, although it is not yet clear 
they will have the standing in court until a regulation is repealed because of it. 

Trump's new regulatory review process likely will face similar opposition from those groups, but 
could prove much harder to challenge, so long as the government cites other evidence for the 
need to repeal each regulation. 

The orders come on top of one of the Trump administration's first acts upon his inauguration 
issuing a blanket freeze on regulatory actions across the government, similar to the stoppage 
imposed when Barack Obama first took office. 

Trump said in his CP AC speech that he is not entirely against regulation. 

"I want to protect our environment. I want regulations for safety. I want all of the regulations we 
need, and I want them to be so strong and so tough," he said. "But we don't need 75 percent of 
the repetitive, horrible regulations that hurt companies, hurt jobs, make us noncompetitive 
overseas with other companies from other countries." 

Trump's critics promptly dismissed that statement. 

"Cognitive dissonance, thy name is Donald Trump," Sierra Club Executive Director Michael 
Brune said in a statement. 

ED_0011318_00005753-00002 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

The president is expected to issue further executive orders on more specific environmental 
regulations soon. 

That includes long-rumored orders directing the Environmental Protection Agency to begin the 
process of repealing key Obama-era EPA regulations curbing greenhouse gas emissions from the 
nation's power plants as well as a contentious rule defining which waterways fall under federal 
jurisdiction. 

Lifting the Interior Department's moratorium on new coal mining leases on federal land is also 
expected to be a priority once Ryan Zinke is confirmed to lead that department next week. The 
moratorium was imposed by a secretarial order and can be lifted easily, whereas the EPA rules 
will take up to a year or more to formally unwind through the federal regulatory process. 

Tara Palmeri and Nick Juliano contributed to this report. 

Jackie Ashiey- US EPA- Office of Air Quaiiiy Planning and Siandards- 919-541-7664-
ashley .jackie@epa.gov 

From: Evans, Wilma 
Sent: Friday, February 24,2017 1:10PM 
To: Rush, Alan <Rush.Aian@epa.gov>; Davis, Alison <Davis.Aiison@epa.gov>; Hambrick, Amy 
<Hambrick.Amy@epa.gov>; Vasu, Amy <Vasu.Amy@epa.gov>; Shatas, Angie 
<Shatas.Angie@epa.gov>; Wood, Anna <Wood.Anna@epa.gov>; Harnett, Bill 
<Harnett.Bill@epa.gov>; Lamason, Bill <Lamason.Bill@epa.gov>; Alfaro, Carlos 
<Aifaro.Carlos@epa.gov>; Evarts, Dale <Evarts.Dale@epa.gov>; Smith, Darcie 
<Smith.Darcie@epa.gov>; Cozzie, David <Cozzie.David@epa.gov>; Sasser, Erika 
<Sasser.Erika@epa.gov>; Thompson, Fred <Thompson.Fred@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie 
<Ash!ey.Jackie@epa.gov>; Hemby, James <Hemby.James@epa.gov>; Corte!you-Lee, Jan 
<Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov>; Bradfield, John 
<Bradfield.John@epa.gov>; Santiago, Juan <Santiago.Juan@epa.gov>; Gamas, Julia 
<Gamas.Julia@epa.gov>; Kaufman, Kathy <Kaufman.Kathy@epa.gov>; Mills, Kathy 
<Mills.Kathy@epa.gov>; Holt, Kay <Holt.Kay@epa.gov>; Rimer, Kelly <Rimer.Kelly@epa.gov>; 
Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Bremer, Kristen <Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov>; 
Bunte, Laura <Bunte.Laura@epa.gov>; Chappell, Linda <Chappeii.Linda@epa.gov>; Strine, 
Lora <Strine.Lora@epa.gov>; Morales, Mariel <Morales.Mariel@epa.gov>; Henigin, Mary 
<Henigin.Mary@epa.gov>; Warner, Maryann <Warner.Maryann@epa.gov>; Brachtl, Megan 
<Brachti.Megan@epa.gov>; Ling, Michael <Ling.Michael@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike 
<Koerber.Mike@epa.gov>; South, Peter <South.Peter@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter 
<Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Damberg, Rich <Damberg.Rich@epa.gov>; Wayland, Richard 
<Wayland.Richard@epa.gov>; Evans, Ron <Evans.Ron@epa.gov>; Terry, Sara 
<Terry.Sara@epa.gov>; Mathias, Scott <Mathias.Scott@epa.gov>; Fruh, Steve 
<Fruh.Steve@epa.gov>; Page, Steve <Page.Steve@epa.gov>; Johnson, Yvonne W 
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<Johnson.Yvonnew@epa.gov>; Evans, Wilma <Evans.Wilma@epa.gov>; Lessard, Patrick 
<Lessard.Patrick@epa.gov>; Scavo, Kimber <Scavo.Kimber@epa.gov> 
Subject: NEWS CLIPS and EPA Daily News Briefing for Friday, February 24, 2017 

;-----o,------o,------o,------o,------,,------,,------,,------, 

·--------~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

From: Bulletin Intelligence ~~~~~dl1§1!njl!J!§ill!g@rl!~~!1] 
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2017 7:00AM 
To:~~~illlli~illrum9~ffi 
Subject: EPA Daily News Briefing for Friday, February 24, 2017 

TODAY'S TABLE OF CONTENTS 
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Media Analyses: Released Emails Show Close Ties Between Pruitt, Energy Industry. 

The~~~~~~= 
this week by order of a state 

that thousands of emails were released earlier 
chr""''"" close contact between Scott Pruitt as Oklahoma's <>ttr"n''" 

rtCir'!Of<=>l with oil and natural gas f'f'lfYlf1<Jni<>C 

Pruitt's critics. 

C:hf"\1Mir1rt Oil and gas 
may not be a "radical rl<=>r,<=~rto """ 
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from tJIC;VII..IU;:) rh<>nr•o documents de'vei<JPEld in the 
W. Bush administration rr.r1"1rrtrmiH inn••ch'"'' '"'" '!oJuayc. Some have drawn a between 

The one set of e-mails in which Pruitt's executive assistant 
emailed a for American Electric Power when power would be restored to the Pruitt's home 
tollowina a storm-induced the email an AEP work crew "soon arrived" at the 
Pruitt home. 

Bipartisan Group Of Senators Ask Pruitt To Leave RFS Obligation In Place. 

ob!lig<~tic•n where it is." The senators "said m.,,~,-;,,,..., 

administrative burden for EPA and ·ne,edlessly 
investments in biofuels."' 

hir•<>rl·ic-:m group of four senators" on WEldnes<:lay 
him "to leave the Renewable Fuel Standard 

"h''n""'' to the of would create 
mf'ortainh' into the fuels market and deter future 

EPA To Hold Public Sessions On Portland Harbor Superfund Cleanup. 

that "at the of groups and 
sessions to discuss the Portland Harbor <..:otnoo·t• orvi 

Exxon's New CEO Endorses Carbon Tax. 

for a 
since Rex Tillerson last month. Woods said a revenue-neutral 

carbon tax "would energy and the use of lower-carbon avoid 
further the economy, and also incentives for markets to additional low-carbon 
energy solutions for the future." Woods' comments mirror statements made Tillerson and is a 
"continuation of a Tillerson's The 

In an editorial 
ReiJUb•licc:m cabinet the 

writes "market-based green-energy and lawmakers need 
a fossil fuel intensive for evidence." Under "former Gov. Rick renewable 

energy " the state "attracted billions of dollars in clean energy investments and created that 
pay salaries that can a " Texas leads the US "in wind power and if it were a 

it would rank about sixth worldwide as a wind energy "The editorial "Fossil-fuel 
lover Rick made Texas greener with so not it in Conservatives who are 
"skeptic<il" should "be market-based carbon reduction built on choices and 
opt.ions. And need to do it now before it is too late." 
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Rep. Lamar Calls On EPA To Rescind Pebble Mine Decision. 

The that Lamar chairman of the 
House Committee on and wrote a letter to EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt 

that the agency "rescind its 2014 veto of the Pebble Mine." Smith "has made the :=~o1=mr:v's 
work in Bristol a of the " and has 
of the Pebble Mine science." 

action will allow a return to the 
the EPA to imr)rOIJerlv .:>vn<>nrl 

Conservation Groups Sue EPA To Compel Protections For Wild Salmon. 

and conservation groups filed a lawsuit aq<:~in!st 
prc>te1:::ticms for wild it the "first court case u1uuu•n 

lawsuit seeks to rcnrnn,pl 

confirmed chief of the agency, Scott Pruitt." The 
op,erc:tto!·s in the Northwest to "control river flows in 

such a way as to "' !1Ju;,11 , for the salmon to survive." 

FERC Releases Update To Environmental Reporting Guidance That Includes Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions. 

Business Roundtable Urges Trump Administration To Cut CPP, WOTUS, Ozone Rules. 

that the Business an association of U.S. exi3CLJtives, 
sent a letter to the "National Economic Council Director Cohn the National Ambient Air 
Stcmclands, Clean Power Plan and Waters of the U.S. rules as their for review." The nri.,..,rit·;,., 

were identified after the group conducted a survey of its members and received feedback with 
recommendations on how to the rules' The Clean Power "the roundtable 
should be recrafted to address concerns about EPA overreach and on states' It 
should maximum for cornplian:ce. 

North Carolina Files Motion To Withdraw From Lawsuit Against Clean Power Plan. 

filed a 
leave the "massive litigaticm over the Obama administration's "''l:l' ,a,u•"' 

"The state's motion did not details the withdlra\1\tal. cuu•v'-'"-~" 
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that "since to be governor," and 

Daines Says Action On CPP Roll Back To Happen "Imminently." 

r<=>r•nrlr<=>rl Sen. Steve Daines on \Ate:•rln<>cri<>" 

spEleclh" that he had "been assured we will see movement imrnin,<=>nthl'' to "roll back 
the administration." 

EPA "Flooded" With Comments On Biofuels Rule Change. 

the EPA was "flooded" with 
of The EPA's prOIPOSal 

to shift the 
rec1uests from refiners to 

tweak the U.S. Renewable Fuel Standard pu~;hirlQ the burden further downstream." 
Reuters says all sides are now the to test President Donald commitment to 
the program." 

California Democrats Introduce Measures To Protect Obama-Era Environmental Policy. 

Democratic state senators in California introduced the "Preserve 
1w;~uctv that would ensure future federal do not "encroach on our far-

rP::Irhinn prc)Qn3ss;ive fAri\Jirnn,mP,nt~~n P<Jiicies," said state Senate Leader Kevin de Leon in a press 
on clean air, 'vvater, and 

EPA Strained By Backlog Of Chemicals Needing Approval. 

EPA Says Fee Rule For Chemical Makers To Be Released Soon. 

that the EPA's chemical reform bill allowed the agency to collect 
million to be used to reimburse the Office of Pollution Prevention and 

deltailing these fees chemical 
manufacturers and processors would pay should be released in the '"""nir"' months. 

Small California Community Faces Water Crises Of Its Own. 

that Flint is not the with difficulties 
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water. Kettleman 
of oil contamination. The is a new treatment 
and federal "some wonder if the federal 
administration." 

OPEm-~>aurce data. Sources for 
rnrn<:::rnr·., Nielsen, and the Audit Bureau of vn<cuocmull. 

=-'-~~="'· Services that include Factiva content are 
""'lll"'''""''' five a week Bulletin 

r-r.r·nr.r·,to leaders. We can be found on the Web at 

One Fe\AJer Clean Po\AJer Plan Foe: North 
Carolina Drops Lawsuit {BLOOM) 

By Andrew Childers 

Though the Trump administration has vowed to kill the Clean Power Plan, the Obama EPA's 
limits on carbon dioxide emissions from power plants faces one fewer legal foe. 
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The North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality told the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit Feb. 23 that it would be withdrawing from the lawsuit (West Virginia 
v. EPA, D.C. Cir. en bane, No. 15-1363, motion to withdraw 2/23/17). 

The move comes after Democratic Gov. Roy Cooper replaced his Republican predecessor Pat 
McCrory, who had opposed the rule. 

The D.C. Circuit heard a full day of argument over the Environmental Protection Agency's 
carbon dioxide limits (RIN:2060-AR33) in August 2016 and a decision is expected shortly. The 
Trump administration has vowed to undo the carbon dioxide standards as part of an effort roll 
back regulatory burdens on the energy sector. Newly installed EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt 
was among the attorneys general who led the legal battle against the rule. 

Climate Change a Major Challenge to 
Feeding Planet, UN Says {BLOOM) 

• The world's population is expected to reach 10 billion by 2050, a third more than today 

•Increased innovation and adaptation will only raise food output by 15-18 percent 

By Eric J. Lyman 

Climate change is one of the central challenges the world's farmers, ranchers, and fishermen 
will face as they gear up to feed a population expected to reach 10 billion by mid-century, the 
UN says in its most comprehensive study ever of the issue. 

A changing climate will impact "every aspect of food production," disproportionately hurting low
and middle-income communities, where "millions of people depend on agriculture and are 
vulnerable to food insecurity," said the 166-page report released Feb. 22 by the Rome-based 
United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization. The report was the UN's most ambitious 
effort to date to quantify the challenges of feeding a growing worldwide population. 
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Though there will be some gains from climate change-such as previously unusable agricultural 
areas that will become more attractive for agricultural use because of rising temperatures or 
different rainfall patterns-the overwhelming impact on food production will be negative, the 
study said. 

"Studies have documented that crop yields decline significantly when daytime temperatures 
exceed a certain crop-specific level," the report said. "Higher temperatures and less reliable 
supplies of water will ... create severe hardships for small-scale livestock producers, particularly 
in arid and semi-arid grassland and rangeland ecosystems at low latitudes." 

Seafood Impact 

The report caiis for the worldwide adoption of "sustainable land, water, fisheries and forestry 
management practices," noting that "in order to encourage adoption, improvements will also be 
necessary in infrastructure, extension, climate information, access to credit, and social 
insurance." 

The report also said that temperature increases will "cause local extinctions of some fish 
species at the edge of their range" in the medium term, and that physical and chemical changes 
to the sea will have more severe long-term impacts. 

Basing much of its findings on data collected by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change, the FAO report said it had "high confidence" that "climate change wiii have a 
'substantial negative impact' on per capita calorie availability, childhood under-nutrition, and 
child deaths." 

EPA extends comment deadline for 

ED_0011318_00005753-00011 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Texas haze plan {GWIRE) 

Sean Reilly, E&E News reporter 

Published: Thursday, February 23, 2017 

Yielding to requests from power producers and a state regulatory agency, U.S. EPA is adding 
another 60 days to the public comment period on a proposed regional haze plan for Texas that 
would affect 14 coal- and gas-fired plants. 

The extension, set for publication in tomorrow's Federal Register, means the comment deadline 
will now be May 5. 

The proposed rule would require the 14 plants to adopt "best available retrofit technology" 
(BART) to curb sulfur dioxide and particulate emissions that cloud visibility at national parks and 
wilderness areas in four states. 

EPA officials had published the proposed rule in early January, with the cutoff for feedback 
initially scheduled for March 6. But the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality and several 
of the power producers whose plants would be affected had said they needed more time to 
evaluate the plan. 

"Due to the vast amount of highly technical documents, modeling data, and reports, the TCEQ is 
requesting the additional time for staff to have the opportunity to thoroughly review and 
adequately comment on concerns," Richard Hyde, the commission's executive director, wrote in 
a letter to EPA last month. 

Advancing a similar argument was Coleto Creek Power LP, a branch of Dynegy that said the 
proposal would require it to spend more than $300 million for a sulfur dioxide scrubber at a 
South Texas coal-fired plant. 

"Given the significant impact to CCP, sufficient time must be provided to allow a thorough review 
of the proposal and the voluminous supporting documents that have been uploaded to the 
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docket," Coleto Creek power plant manager Robert Stevens wrote in a separate letter last week. 

The regional haze program, dating in its current form to 1999, is geared to restoring pristine 
vistas to 156 national parks and wilderness areas by 2064. 

Under the Obama administration, the program was a frequent source of legal clashes between 
states and EPA over the scope of pollution controls needed to meet that goal. Last July, the 5th 
U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals stayed a final haze rule for Texas and Oklahoma that EPA had 
imposed under a separate part of the program; the agency is now seeking court permission to 
voluntarily remand it. 

The more recent BART proposal could furnish an early indicator of newly installed EPA 
Administrator Scott Pruitt's approach to air quality regulation (Greenwire, Dec. 12, 2016). As 
Oklahoma's Republican attorney general, Pruitt waged an unsuccessful three-year legal battle 
to overturn an EPA haze plan for that state. His office in 2013 also welcomed input from a 
mining industry la'vvyer VJho \Nas representing Arizona in litigation over yet another haze rule, 
according to a trove of internal emails made public yesterday (Greenwire, Feb. 22). 

Under the terms of a consent decree with environmental groups, EPA is supposed to have the 
final version of the Texas BART plan in place by early September. Stevens, however, said the 
agency could seek to push back that deadline if needed. 

As currently drafted, the BART proposal would improve visibility in Big Bend and Guadalupe 
Mountains national parks in Texas; the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge in Oklahoma; the 
Caney Creek and Upper Buffalo River wilderness areas in Arkansas; and Carlsbad Caverns 
f\Jationa! Park and the Sa!t Creek and \A/hite ~v4ountain vJi!derness areas in f\JevJ ~v4exico, 
according to EPA. _:_:;:;x::;_;::;_;_;:_~-=-==~~ 

ED_0011318_00005753-00013 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To: Adamantiades, Mikhaii[Adamantiades.Mikhail@epa.gov]; Culligan, 
Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov] 
From: Hoffman, Howard 
Sent: Thur 2/23/2017 9:17:34 PM 
Subject: FW: Air & Radiation Law News for February 22, 2017 

Coal Mining 

• Price rally is helping Appalachian miners recover from a bust 

• Corsa has received hundreds of job applications for new mine 

By Tim Loh 

Add Corsa Coal Corp. to the short list of U.S. coal producers doing something that's become a bit of a rarity these 
days: opening mines. 

The Canonsburg, Pennsylvania-based company will start a new operation in Pennsylvania as early as May. It joins 
Ramaco Resources Inc., which began producing at its first mine in West Virginia in December and plans to open two 
more this year in Central Appalachia. They're among the few turning more bullish on the business following an 
unprecedented market collapse that has shut hundreds of mines and left thousands jobless in recent years. 

"We're staffing up," Corsa Chief Executive Officer George Dethlefsen said in a phone interview this week. "We're 
going to hire 100 people, and we've gotten hundreds of applications." 

There's newfound optimism in America's coalfields with spot prices for metallurgical coal-the sort used in 
steelmaking-twice as high as they were a year ago. China curtailing its own production and tightening seaborne 
markets helped stoke a rally last year. President Donald Trump is now promising to bring coal jobs back, making his 
first move this week to roll back Obama-era environmental regulations that targeted the sector. 
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"There's definitely cautious optimism after years of being brutally beaten down," Jeremy Sussman, an analyst at 
Clarksons Platou Securities Inc., said in a phone interview. 

Global demand for the carbon-intensive, power-plant fuel is still weakening. A new age of clean, cheap natural gas 
and renewables has emerged, thanks to the shale boom and fears of global warming. Miners including Corsa have 
said they're focused on financial metrics such as rates of return and credit ratings rather than simply production to 
survive in the shrinking market 

'Very Big Shot' 

Earlier this month, Ramaco held the industry's first initial public offering in two years. On top of the three mines it's 
planning to open this year, the miner's working to get in Pennsylvania permitted so it can start operations in 
2019. 

"We will be a very big shot in the arm down into an area that certainly needs some help and good news," Ramaco 
Chairman Randall Atkins said in a phone interview. 

Ramaco LLC, a related entity that wasn't part of the public offering, is also trying to get permitted to start mining at 
the Brook thermal coal complex in Wyoming's Powder River Basin. And in August, Warrior Met Coal LLC, which 
assumed ownership of bankrupt Walter Energy Inc.'s core assets, its Mine No. 4 in Alabama. 

AK Coal Resources, a unit of AK Steel Holding Corp., already has mining permits in place in Pennsylvania and may 
increase production there this year, Chief Operating Officer Kirk Reich said in a January call with analysts. 

Dethlefsen said starting operations at Corsa's new Acosta Deep mine in Pennsylvania will help the company fulfill it's 
goal of selling as much as 1.3 million tons of metallurgical coal in 2017, twice as much as it did last year. 

"If prices just froze where they're at today, most mines in our area and southern West Virginia are doing very good," 
Dethlefsen said. "New projects are getting started on that basis." 
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To contact the editor responsible for this story: Lynn Doan at !QQ§!l§@l;;~!:!l!2!2Ift~ 

©2017 Bloomberg L.P. All rights reserved. Used with permission 

From: OGCLibrary 
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 11:51 AM 
To: Allnutt, David <AIInutt.David@epa.gov>; Anderson, Lea <anderson.lea@epa.gov>; 
Anderson, Steve <Anderson.Steve@epa.gov>; Aranda, Amber <aranda.amber@epa.gov>; 
Averback, Jonathan <Averback.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Belser, Evan <Belser.Evan@epa.gov>; 
Bianco, Karen <Bianco.Karen@epa.gov>; Branning, Amy <Branning.Amy@epa.gov>; Bunker, 
Byron <bunker.byron@epa.gov>; Chapman, Apple <Chapman.Apple@epa.gov>; Cozad, David 
<Cozad.David@epa.gov>; Crum, Lynda <Crum.Lynda@epa.gov>; Crystal, Roy 
<crystal.roy@epa.gov>; Davis, Julian <davis.julian@epa.gov>; Dickinson, David 
<Dickinson.David@epa.gov>; Dierker, Carl <Dierker.Carl@epa.gov>; Dolph, Becky 
<Dolph.Becky@epa.gov>; Doster, Brian <Doster.Brian@epa.gov>; Dubey, Susmita 
<dubey.susmita@epa.gov>; Dubois, Roland <Dubois.Roland@epa.gov>; Frey, Bert 
<frey.bertram@epa.gov>; Froikin, Sara <Froikin.Sara@epa.gov>; Giles-AA, Cynthia <Giles
AA.Cynthia@epa.gov>; Graham, Cheryl <Graham.Cheryl@epa.gov>; Harrison, Ben 
<Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>; Hoffman, Howard <hoffman.howard@epa.gov>; Hogan, Stephanie 
<Hogan.Stephanie@epa.gov>; Holmes, Carol <Holmes.Carol@epa.gov>; lgoe, Sheila 
<lgoe.Sheila@epa.gov>; Jordan, Scott <Jordan.Scott@epa.gov>; Kaplan, Robert 
<kaplan.robert@epa.gov>; Kataoka, Mark <Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov>; Klepp, Robert 
<Kiepp.Robert@epa.gov>; Knapp, Kristien <Knapp.Kristien@epa.gov>; Lee, Michael 
<lee.michaelg@epa.gov>; Lovett, Lauren <Lovett.Lauren@epa.gov>; Mackey, Cyndy 
<Mackey.Cyndy@epa.gov>; Manners, Mary <manners.mary@epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew 
<Marks.Matthew@epa.gov>; Matthews, Julie <Matthews.Juliane@epa.gov>; McConkey, Diane 
<Mcconkey.Diane@epa.gov>; Mclean, Kevin <Mclean.Kevin@epa.gov>; Morgan, Jeanette 
<Morgan.Jeanette@epa.gov>; Muller, Sheldon <Muller.Sheldon@epa.gov>; Niebling, William 
<Niebling.William@epa.gov>; Nguyen, Quoc <Nguyen.Quoc@epa.gov>; Adair, Jocelyn 
<Adair.Jocelyn@epa.gov>; Odendahl, Steve <Odendahi.Steve@epa.gov>; Okoye, Winifred 
<Okoye.Winifred@epa.gov>; Orlin, David <Orlin.David@epa.gov>; Pastorkovich, Anne-Marie 
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<Pastorkovich.Anne-Marie@epa.gov>; Rodman, Sonja <Rodman.Sonja@epa.gov>; Rowland, 
John <Rowland.John@epa.gov>; Schaaf, Eric <Schaaf.Eric@epa.gov>; Schmidt, Lorie 
<Schmidt.Lorie@epa.gov>; Senn, John <Senn.John@epa.gov>; Smith, Kristi 
<Smith.Kristi@epa.gov>; Snyder, Doug <Snyder.Doug@epa.gov>; Srinivasan, Gautam 
<Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Stahle, Susan <Stahle.Susan@epa.gov>; Starfield, Lawrence 
<Starfield.Lawrence@epa.gov>; Stern, Allyn <Stern.AIIyn@epa.gov>; Thrift, Mike 
<thrift.mike@epa.gov>; Tierney, Jan <tierney.jan@epa.gov>; Ting, Kaytrue 
<Ting.Kaytrue@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Versace, Paul 
<Versace.Paul@epa.gov>; Vetter, Rick <Vetter.Rick@epa.gov>; Walker, Mike 
<Walker.Mike@epa.gov>; Ward, W. Robert <Ward.Robert@epa.gov>; Werner, Jacqueline 
<Werner.Jacqueline@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Geoffrey <wilcox.geoffrey@epa.gov>; Williams, Brent 
<Williams.Brent@epa.gov>; Williams, Melina <Williams.Melina@epa.gov>; Williamson, Timothy 
<Williamson.Tim@epa.gov>; Zenick, Elliott <Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov>; Wills, Jennifer 
<Wills.Jennifer@epa.gov>; Conger, Nick <Conger.Nick@epa.gov>; Blake, Wendy 
<Biake.Wendy@epa.gov>; Schramm, Daniel <Schramm.Daniel@epa.gov>; Vergeront, Julie 
<Vergeront.Julie@epa.gov>; Tozzi, Lauren <Tozzi.Lauren@epa.gov>; Pilchen, Zach 
<Pilchen.Zach@epa.gov>; Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan <Skinner
Thompson.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Vijayan, Abi <Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov>; Walker, Denise 
<Walker.Denise@epa.gov>; Caballero, Kathryn <Caballero.Kathryn@epa.gov>; Thompson, 
Christopher <Thompson.Christopher@epa.gov>; Williams, Christopher 
<Williams.Christopher@epa.gov>; Reid, Lauren <Reid.Lauren@epa.gov>; Nguyen, OucH 
<Nguyen.DucH@epa.gov>; Jordan, Deborah <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov>; Charlton, Tom 
<Chariton.Tom@epa.gov>; Kuischinsky, Edward <Kuischinsky.Edward@epa.gov>; Portmess, 
Jessica <Portmess.Jessica@epa.gov>; Kaminer, Joan <Kaminer.Joan@epa.gov>; Kryman, 
Matthew <Kryman.Matthew@epa.gov>; Greenglass, Nora <Greenglass.Nora@epa.gov>; 
Spina, Providence <Spina.Providence@epa.gov>; Palmer, Karen <Palmer.Karen@epa.gov>; 
Seidman, Emily <seidman.emily@epa.gov>; Conrad, Daniel <conrad.daniel@epa.gov>; OGC 
FEAT <OGC_FEAT@epa.gov>; Hindin, David <Hindin.David@epa.gov>; Sullivan, Tim 
<Sullivan.Tim@epa.gov>; Carrillo, Andrea <Carrillo.Andrea@epa.gov>; Krallman, John 
<krallman.john@epa.gov>; Mastro, Donna <Mastro.Donna@epa.gov>; Kane, Eleanor 
<kane.eleanor@epa.gov>; Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov>; Li, Ryland (Shengzhi) 
<Li.Ryland@epa.gov>; Spiegelman, Nina <Spiegelman.Nina@epa.gov>; Kodish, Jeff 
<Kodish.Jeff@epa.gov> 
Subject: Air & Radiation Law News for February 22, 2017 
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LEADING THE NEWS 

EPA 

The \Nhite House is collaborating with newly minted EPA administrator Scott Pruitt to vet candidates for 
the agency's leadership team, but the speed of confirmations is largely up to a Senate already dogged by 
intransigence, a top White ... 

NEWS 

Air Pollution 

India's environment minister said pollution is a problem for local authorities and suggested he doesn't 
believe some data showing that the nation has some of the most dirty air in the world .... 

Biofue/s 

A Brazilian/Paraguayan firm will soon begin producing automotive fuel from fermented chicken feces .... 

Climate Change 
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Russia intends to stick to international climate commitments, though it may not argue with President 
Donald Trump if he decides to weaken U.S. adherence to the Paris accord, according to a senior Russian 
lawmaker. ... 

Climate Policy 

Among the 21st-century threats posed by climate change-rising seas, melting permafrost and 
superstorms-European leaders are warning of a last-century risk they know all too well: War. ... 

Coal Mining 

Add Corsa Coal Corp. to the short list of U.S. coal producers doing something that's become a bit of a 
rarity these days: opening mines .... 

Energy 

Nuclear companies are calling for increased federal funding and market design changes to support the 
development of advanced reactor technologies, still away years from commercialization .... 

Energy 

China's decision to approve its first new nuclear reactors in two years may need to wait for its success 
starting up the world's first next-generation units .... 

Energy 

Environmental groups opposed to subsidies for nuclear power may be facing a do-or-die moment in 
Connecticut. ... 
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Energy 

Fossil fuel use in the European Union continues its slow but steady decline, providing 73 percent of 
energy in 2015 compared to 83 percent in 1990, according to data issued by the bloc's statistical 
agency .... 

Energy 

U.S. utility owners from Duke Energy Corp. to NextEra Energy Inc. are warning investors that their 
earnings may take a hit from tax reforms being floated in Washington .... 

EPA 

President Donald Trump's newly installed environmental chief Scott Pruitt laid out his vision for reshaping 
the way the federal government safeguards air and water, as he tried to convince skeptical federal 
employees that. .. 

General Policy 

French multinationals that fail to plan for environmental and other accidents abroad face potentially huge 
fines under a bill inspired by a 2013 building collapse that killed 1 ,000 Bangladesh garment factory 
workers .... 

International Climate 

Driving most of Europe's dirtiest power plants into retirement is probably cheaper than you think .... 

International Climate 
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The Province of Quebec is poised to become the second Canadian region to sell bonds that finance 
environment-friendly projects .... 

Renewable Energy 

The idea that giant batteries may someday revolutionize electrical grids has long enthralled clean-power 
advocates and environmentalists. Now it's attracting bankers with the money to make it happen .... 

Renewable Energy 

Record !ow Indian so!ar tariffs tendered at a groundbreaking auction may catalyze green investments and 
help tip the balance of new power to renewables and away from fossil fuels .... 

Trade 

The U.S. blocked India's initial request for a World Trade Organization inquiry into a series of U.S. 
subsidies and requirements in the renewable energy sector. ... 

Vehicle Fuels 

American ethanol producers see an opportunity to tap new sources of demand as President Donald 
Trump focuses on reducing federal regulations .... 

Vehicle Fuels 

Royal Dutch Shell Pic will build seven fueling stations for hydrogen cars in California through a 
partnership with Toyota Motor Corp., laying down their latest bet on the demise of the internal-combustion 
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engine .... 

Vehicle Fuels 

President Donald Trump reiterated his support for American ethanol in a letter Feb. 21, wading into the 
industry's battle with independent oil refiners and billionaire Carl lcahn over whether parts of a federal 
mandate should be changed .... 

Inside EPA's Clean Air Report, 02/23/2017 

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt Details Priorities, Principles 

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt, sworn in Feb. 17 shortly after his Senate confirmation, has begun to detail 
some of his priorities and principles for his time in office. 

Facing Trump EPA, 'Integrity Project' Makes Political Messaging Top Priority 

Facing President Donald Trump's deregulatory push at EPA, the Environmental Integrity Project (EIP) --a 
group best known for its use of citizen suits and other measures to strictly enforce environmental laws -
is shifting its top priority to a broad-based communications effort to challenge longstanding anti-EPA 
messaging from industry and the GOP. 

Ozone Implementation Plan Shows Major Divisions Among Stakeholders 

EPA's proposal for how to implement its latest ozone ambient air standard is highlighting major divisions 
among stakeholders, with several states and industry groups faulting the agency's approach to weighing 
international emissions in states' compliance plans and environmentalists attacking parts of the rule as 
too weak to reduce ozone. 
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EPA Preserves Obama-Era Website But Climate Change Data Doubts Remain 

EPA has posted a link to an archived version of its website from Jan. 19, the day before President Donald 
Trump was inaugurated and the agency began removing climate change-related information from its 
official site, saying the move comes in response to concerns that it would permanently scrub such data. 

Pruitt's first speech gets a mixed reaction 

"It's 
EPA source says. 

Our most read: Pruitt enters. McCarthy exits. McCabe returns to Region 2 

Less than one week into the da·wning of a new EPA era. 

House committee leaders seek delay in mining financial rule 

The lawmakers say a much 
rule would have on the 

is needed in of the considerable EPA's 

Texas sues EPA over 502 nonattainment designations 

Ewire: A daily news roundup 

Details emerge on rlinr:>r'tinn EPA to reexamine the Clean Power Plan and its 
Clean Water Act 1ris1::lici:ion agEmdla and Gina 

EPA 

Pruitt's pitch to staff: Give me a chance 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 
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Scott Pruitt talked up his listening skills and desire for "civility" as he addressed a skeptical U.S. EPA staff 
today. 

In his first speech to the agency since his swearing in as EPA administrator Friday, Pruitt stressed his 
respect for the agency's career staff. He hinted broadly at big changes that are expected to come to the 
agency under the Trump administration, although he declined to offer specific plans about efforts to 
repeal Obama administration environmental rules. 

Many career EPA staffers have been wary about Pruitt's arrival after the former Oklahoma attorney 
general battled the agency's regulations in court and vowed major overhauls at the agency. 

CONTINUING COVERAGE 

E&E News' ongoing coverage of the new administration and the changes taking place on Capitol Hill. 
="-"'--'-'=""""to view the continuing coverage. 

But Pruitt today cautioned those listening against jumping to conclusions. 

"You don't know me very well," he told staff and press gathered in the Rachel Carson Green Room at 
EPA headquarters in Washington. 

"In fact, you don't know me hardly at all other than what you've read in the newspaper and seen on the 
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news," he said. "I might suggest to you ... I look forward to sharing the rest of the story with you as we 
spend time together. This is a beginning. It's a beginning for us to spend time and discuss certain 
principles by which I think this agency should conduct itself." 

Pruitt steered clear of specifics about the Trump administration's energy policies in his 11-minute speech. 
He didn't, for example, delve into plans for withdrawing the Obama administration's Waters of the U.S. 
rule and Clean Power Plan, which he and President Trump have said they plan to do Feb. 
20). 

Instead, Pruitt's greeting today appeared to be an attempt to calm the waters at the agency where many 
staffers are anxious. 

"Civility is something I believe in very much. We ought to be able to get together and wrestle through 
some very difficult issues and do so in a civil manner," he told employees. 

He added, "I seek to be a good listener. Those of you that have been here for quite some time, whether 
it's in the air area or water or whatever area that you may be in, I look forward to spending time with you, 
not just to address certain issues but really spend time and dig down deep with respect to how we're 
going to do business in the future and get to know you personally and get to know how I can be a 
resource to you as you do your work .... You can't lead unless you listen." 

The new administrator hinted broadly at some of the reforms he'd like to see at EPA. He said the agency 
has a responsibility to "avoid abuses that occur sometimes" in rulemaking, and he stressed the 
importance of following the "rule of law" and in partnering with states through federalism. "I seek to 
ensure that we engender the trust of those at the state level," he said. 

Catherine McCabe, who served as EPA's acting boss ahead of Pruitt's confirmation, offered the new 
administrator gifts, including an EPA lapel pin and an agency baseball cap. 

Pruitt, the former co-owner of Oklahoma City's minor league baseball team, said he'd wear the EPA hat 
with pride to Washington Nationals games. 

"I am excited about being in a city that actually has a major league baseball team," he said. 

Some EPA employees attended today's event in person. Others tuned in online or listened by phone. 

As Pruitt settles into his job, EPA staff and environmentalists will be watching closely to see how he leads 
the agency. 

Agency employees were "hoping not to hear 'Death and Destruction for EPA,"' said John O'Grady, an 
EPA union leader, ahead of the speech. "Probably what we will hear is a lot of very smooth political talk, 
but the proof will be in the executive orders that President Trump issues." 

The Trump administration is widely expected to issue executive orders directing the rollback of some of 
President Obama's signature environmental rules, including the Clean Power Plan and WOTUS. Those 
orders are expected to come as early as this week. 

DOE 

Industry fears budget fight will chill nuclear, grid work 
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A growing chorus of industry executives is warning that squeezing the Department of Energy's finances 
could stall a push to modernize the nation's sprawling electric grid and nuclear fleet. 

The Trump administration has made repeated pledges to scale back federal agencies, sending chills 
through the government workforce and sparking rumors about DOE renewable energy, efficiency and 
nuclear physics and scientific computing programs being on the chopping block. 

Industry heads are pushing back. 

Acknowledging the White House focus on federal spending, Chris Crane, president and CEO of Exelon 
Corp., told attendees at a nuclear summit in Washington today that DOE labs are a linchpin of ongoing 
nuclear research and development. 

"One of my recommendations ... is understand where the money goes," Crane said at Third Way's 
Advanced Nuclear Summit. "The majority of the money at the DOE goes to the labs, and the labs are 
critical for us to continue to be competitive going forward." 

DOE in recent years has provided hundreds of millions of dollars in partnerships to support nuclear 
research and development and billion-dollar loan guarantees, and work on reactor designs and waste 
management is ongoing at the Idaho National Laboratory. Sponsoring the Third Way event were the 
Argonne, Oak Ridge and Idaho national laboratories. 

On a panel following Crane's speech, John Hopkins, president and CEO of NuScale Power, said he has 
yet to hear anyone within the new administration say anything unsupportive of nuclear power and said a 
number of holdover career staffers at DOE have a very good understanding of the nuclear sector's needs. 

But Hopkins quickly followed up by emphasizing the importance of federal support, including loan 
guarantees and public-private partnerships to streamline permitting for small modular reactors. 

ED_0011318_00005758-00013 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Similar concerns were sounded last week on Capitol Hill about grid work. 

Union leaders, transmission developers and the head of the Electric Power Research Institute told 
members of the House Energy and Commerce Subcommittee on Energy that DOE and its 17 national 
labs are critical for developing and commercializing new grid technologies. 

At least one witness expressed fears that budget cuts could halt that work. 

"I'm certainly concerned our current administration will look at DOE and look at it as an opportunity to 
reduce funding for the good R&D that they do," said Steve Hauser, CEO of the GridWise Alliance. "I think 
stability is very important for an R&D program." 

Michael Howard, EPRI's president and CEO, said ongoing material science and basic research in the 
national labs is a critical platform for technology that's later taken over by private industry, and funding for 
those programs is already low. 

The federal government, he said, should continue supporting costly demonstrations to make sure the 
technology works. 

"It's not like we can shut down the grid ... and start it back up with it all modernized," Howard said. "We 
need to know for sure these technologies will work." 

Perry's test 

The industry's uncertainty is playing into intense speculation about debates surrounding the fiscal 2018 
budget. 

While expectations are high that Republicans and the Trump administration will push for cuts to some 
DOE programs, it's unclear how deep the cuts will be, what Congress will pass and whether former Texas 
Gov. Rick Perry (R), President Trump's nominee to lead the agency, will push back. 

Also in the mix is the administration's reliance on conservative think tanks like the Heritage Foundation, 
which has called for shuttering the DOE offices and energy innovation hubs that work on grid 
modernization, as well as the Office of Nuclear Energy. 

Perry discussed the benefit of DOE programs during his confirmation hearing before the Senate Energy 
and Natural Resources Committee, calling the national labs a ;;crown jewel;; and vowing to defend the 
agency's work if confirmed. 

The budget represents the first "real test" of whether Trump defers to his Cabinet appointees on funding 
or listens to White House officials who have called for deep cuts, said Jeff Navin, co-founder and partner 
at Boundary Stone Partners and a deputy chief of staff at DOE during the Obama administration. 

"If the president is going to defer to the people he appointed to his Cabinet, then Perry wins, and we'll see 
smaller cuts to specific programs," Navin said. "If the Cabinet is going to take orders from the right wing 
ideologues in the White House, then we'll see brutal, massive cuts in the proposal." 

Perry, for example, could be up against former Rep. Mick Mulvaney (R-S.C.), the newly confirmed head 
of the Office of Management and Budget. 

As a member of the House, Mulvaney in 2012 offered up an amendment to an energy and water bill that 
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would have slashed DOE funding by $3.1 billion (Q[~U!fft~. Feb. 3). 

But Navin said deep cuts could face an uphill slog in Congress. 

"There is very little appetite in the Senate for the kinds of deep cuts that Mulvaney unsuccessfully pushed 
in a very conservative House and that Heritage is pushing in its blueprint," he said. "It will be an important 
symbolic fight, and it will be the first public test as to how much freedom Perry will be given in managing 
his agency." 

REGULATIONS 

As Senate Dems cross aisle, a search for compromise 

A few Senate Democrats are reaching across the aisle and looking for compromise on reforming the way 
federal agencies issue and review regulations. 

North Dakota Sen. Heidi Heitkamp, a moderate Democrat and reform advocate, acknowledged that her 
caucus is deeply divided on the issue but said she's working with Republicans on a deal. Regulatory 
reform is a GOP priority. 

"We're doing a whole discussion on the role of benefit-cost or cost-benefit analysis in rulemaking, so I 
think you'll see some additional things rolling out if we're successful in finalizing a compromise," she told 
E&E News. 
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Heitkamp and Sen. James Lankford (R-Okla.), a regulatory reform leader in his caucus, are working on a 
bipartisan bill that could debut next month, sources say. 

The duo, ranking member and chairman of the Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and Federal Management, have long partnered on efforts to 
streamline the system. 

In the past session of Congress, they proposed the "Smarter Regulations Through Advance Planning and 
Review Act," which would require agencies to write rules in a way that facilitates better 
retroactive review. 

Another measure that is likely to see bipartisan action this year is the "Regulatory Accountability Act," 
which has passed the House six times with as many as 19 Democratic votes. 

It would require federal agencies to identify the objective of a proposed rule and choose the lowest-cost 
alternative, among other provisions Jan. 12). 

"We're working on it," Sen. Claire McCaskill (D-Mo.) said of the measure and its prospects in her 
chamber. 

Sen. Rob Portman (R-Ohio), who has backed similar legislation, said he was hopeful it could get play this 
year, though he would like to see changes to the House bundle. 

"I'd like to see some tweaks to it," he said. "They put it in a larger package, and we'd like to pull 
out the 'Regulatory Accountability Act' and hopefully get a separate vote on that." 

He added: "The 'Regulatory Accountability Act' has always been bipartisan." 

Sen. Jim lnhofe (R-Okla.), however, said Democratic efforts to reform rulemaking are "merely for 
campaign purposes." 

"All of them who are talking about that are ones who are endangered species for 2018," he said. "It's 
primarily the individuals who are trying to modify their position because they're from states that were 
carried by Trump." 

While Heitkamp and McCaskill are up for re-election in 2018, supporting regulatory reform measures has 
not always guaranteed re-election for Democrats in red states. 

Two-term Democratic Sen. Mark Pryor of Arkansas lost in 2014 to freshman Rep. Tom Cotton, despite 
Pryor championing the "RAA" with Portman in 2011. 

Since President Trump released his "2-for-1" -which requires agencies to nix two rules 
for every new one -there has been increased discussion on Capitol Hill about methods for reviewing 
existing standards Feb. 7). 

In addition to prompting dialogue, Trump's order bolstered Republicans who would see agencies take 
costs and economic impacts into greater consideration when issuing rules. 

"There are costs and benefits, and they're supposed to look at costs as well as benefits," said 
Environment and Public Works Chairman John Barrasso (R-Wyo.). 

"It's very important that we have clean air, clean water, clean land, that we protect our environment and 
do it in ways that allow for a strong and healthy economy," he said. "We can have both." 
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While there is bipartisan agreement that agencies could do a better job reviewing and possibly tossing old 
rules that are obsolete or ineffective, requiring agencies to find the least costly alternative is likely a deal 
breaker for many Democrats who see GOP attempts to reform the system as a guise for stagnation and 
obstruction. 

"I think if it's really regulatory reform that makes unnecessary obsolete regulations come into 
conformance with modern days, we're all for that," said Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-R. I.). 

"But every time they talk this way," he said, "you look behind the curtain and it's Wall Street and the big 
polluters." 

WHITE HOUSE 

Top energy aides get to work 

Two top energy aides have started work at the White House as the Trump administration is expected to 
double down on its efforts to repeal Obama-era environmental policies. 

Mike Catanzaro, a former lobbyist at CGCN Group, started work today as special assistant to the 
president for energy and environmental policy in the White House National Economic Council, according 
to White House spokeswoman Kelly Love. 

George David Banks, formerly executive vice president at the nonprofit policy group American Council for 
Capital Formation, started Feb. 16 as special assistant to the president and senior director for 
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international energy and environment, Love said. 

CONTINUING COVERAGE 

E&E News' ongoing coverage of the new administration and the changes taking place on Capitol Hill. 
"""""""--'-'-"'-'""""'to view the continuing coverage. 

The new hires in the White House -who have both worked on energy issues on Capitol Hill and the 
executive branch - are expected to have major roles in guiding the Trump administration's energy policy 
(§E~Yf.@. Feb. 8). 

Scott Segal, an energy lobbyist at Bracewell LLP, called it a "welcome relief' to have staffers with 
significant experience on energy policy starting work in the White House. 

"In a general sense, the White House, I believe, would have a greater range of motion if they've got some 
dedicated staff to the particular issues," Segal said. "These guys in particular are very good." 

Catanzaro and Banks are starting in their new roles as leaders for energy and environmental agencies 
are getting into place and as the White House is expected to soon roll out executive orders aimed at 
rolling back Obama administration environmental regulations. 

U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt was sworn in Friday, and Interior secretary nominee Ryan Zinke and 
Energy secretary nominee Rick Perry are expected to win Senate confirmation in the coming weeks. 

Observers expect to see executive orders on energy policy come as early as this week, now that key 
members of Trump's energy team are in place. 

President Trump could start signing executive orders as early as today. 

The Washington Post reported that two directives will likely be coming soon: one that would direct EPA to 
begin rewriting the Ciean Power Pian and another to iift the Obama administration's moratorium on 
federal coal leasing. The second order would instruct EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers to redo the 
so-called Waters of the U.S. (WOTUS) rule. 

Although expected, such moves would be fiercely opposed by environmentalists, Democrats and former 
Obama administration officials who spent years crafting those regulations. 

Speculation abounds over the exact content and timing of the looming orders, but they are expected to 
largely reflect Trump's energy promises on the campaign trail. 

Pruitt told The Wall Street Journal that he expects to soon withdraw WOTUS and the Clean Power Plan, 
which was aimed at curbing carbon emissions from power plants Feb. 20). 

"There has been much anticipation of what direction the White House might give after the confirmation of 
Scott Pruitt," Segal said. 
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During the campaign, Trump "sounded some particular themes: energy independence, the relationship to 
security, regulatory reform, the relationship between affordable energy and manufacturing jobs," Segal 
said. "We are anticipating executive direction" on some of those themes, he added. 

LAW 

Former EPA staffers expand firm, open Okla. office 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

Earth & Water Group is expanding its business. 

The environmental law and consulting firm is opening a new office in Oklahoma City. In addition, Mary 
Ellen Ternes, once a shareholder with Crowe & Dunlevy, has joined the management team as a partner 
of Earth & Water Law LLC. 

Ternes is a prominent environmental lawyer and serves on several bodies, including the Vanderbilt 
University external advisory committee to the Department of Chemical and Biomolecular Engineering and 
as secretary for the American College of Environmental Lawyers. She earned her law degree from the 
University of Arkansas, Little Rock, and her bachelor's degree in chemical engineering from Vanderbilt 
University. 

Earth & Water is staffed by several former U.S. EPA officials that provide legal and strategic counseling to 
clients on environmental issues. The firm was founded last year Jan. 19). 

Brent Fewell, Earth & Water's chairman and a former deputy EPA water chief during the George W. Bush 
administration, said Ternes' hire would be a great addition to the firm. 

"We are thrilled to have Mary Ellen join our team to continue the growth of Earth & Water Law's 
environmental and corporate practice areas, as well as having the opportunity through her to expand our 
practice into the Southwest," Fewell said. 
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Ternes said she is happy to come aboard. 

"I am excited to be joining the Earth & Water Group now, at the beginning of the new Trump 
administration, where there is promise of regulatory relief if we navigate carefully," Ternes said. "Earth & 
Water is unique in bringing together the most critical skill sets in science, engineering, cybertechnology, 
law and finance for responding to the upcoming needs of clients most efficiently in these complicated 
times." 

BIOFUELS 

Trump regulatory reform may boost ethanol - industry leader 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

President Trump's pledge to trim federal regulations may help ethanol advocates push for fuel containing 
more of the alternative biofuel, a major industry booster said today. 

Bob Dinneen, president and CEO of the Renewable Fuels Association, said a less cumbersome 
regulatory framework could speed the introduction of higher-ethanol fuels around the country. 

"All of these regulatory barriers are in the weeds," Dinneen said in a speech to be delivered at the 
association's annual conference in San Diego today, which the RFA distributed to reporters. "But they can 
all be eliminated through rational regulatory reform efforts, and each will have an immediate impact in 
stimulating additional ethanol demand." 

Dinneen said he continues to believe Trump supports ethanol as part of a comprehensive energy policy 
and that new U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt will implement the federal renewable fuel standard as 
Congress intended in writing the RFS law in 2005 and updating it two years later. 

Specifically, Dinneen said the government could simplify the petition process for new certification fuels 
and eliminate "unreasonable" criteria for approval. During the Obama administration, he said, EPA placed 
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"incredibly rigid and unrealistic requirements" on the certification process, discouraging automakers from 
submitting fuel certification petitions. 

In addition, he said, the government requires too much testing of higher-ethanol fuels ahead of approving 
them for wider sales. E15 fuel, which is 15 percent ethanol, underwent testing for emissions, driveability, 
materials comparability, soil contamination and health effects. 

"Is all that testing really necessary?" Dinneen said, adding that fuels such as E25 and E30 could be 
broadly commercialized if the registration process were simplified. 

"The bottom line is EPA should be fair and equitable in how it provides incentives for alternative fuel 
vehicle production," Dinneen said. 

Ethanol critics say the higher blends risk damage to small engines and some vehicles, and a handful of 
lawmakers in Congress have vowed to try to scale back the RFS. 

The new administration hasn't weighed in on specifics. Trump spoke favorably of ethanol during the 
campaign, but Pruitt was critical of the RFS as attorney general in Oklahoma, and in his confirmation 
hearing, he stopped short of saying he supports the RFS as written. 

DOE 

Lawmakers ask Trump to put secretary back on security panei 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

President Trump's removal of the Energy secretary from a national security panel has sparked pushback 
on Capitol Hill. 

Rep. Frank Pallone (D-N.J.), ranking member of the House Energy and Commerce Committee, and Rep. 
Bobby Rush (D-Ill.) urged Trump in a today to put the Department of Energy chief back on the 
National Security Council's Principals Committee. 

The panel serves as a Cabinet-level senior interagency forum on policies affecting national security. 

"Recent press reports have indicated that staff may have failed to fully brief you on the full meaning of the 
changes put in place by the Jan. 28 memorandum," the lawmakers wrote. "Specifically, we believe that 
sidelining the Secretary of Energy from the highest level of our nation's national security dialogue is 
extremely ill-advised." 

Trump signed a memo last month that elevated his chief strategist, Steve Bannon, as a regular NSC 
member but removed the secretary of Energy. The rest of the panel comprises the chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and the director of national intelligence by invitation Feb. 1 ). 

Under the Trump memo, the DOE secretary is listed as an NSC "regular attendee" but is no longer a 
member of the Principals Committee. The memo tasked the national security adviser and homeland 
security adviser with chairing the Principals Committee's meetings and makes clear that those advisers 
can invite Cabinet-level heads of executive departments and agencies like DOE. 

In comparison, a 2009 memo that organized the council under the Obama administration included the 
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Energy secretary as a "regular member" of the Principals Committee. Trump's order also removed DOE 
officials from an NSC Deputies Committee. 

"The absence of this perspective on the NSC Principals Committee could have dire consequences for our 
nation's safety and security," Pallone and Rush wrote. 

Sen. Maria Cantwell (D-Wash.), the Energy and Natural Resources Committee's ranking member, earlier 
this month questioned why a secretary tasked with overseeing the nation's nuclear stockpile and massive 
facilities housing far-reaching technical data, science and expertise would be removed. 

Republicans have also voiced concern about the NSC's reorganization. 

During a recent interview, Senate Armed Services Chairman John McCain (R-Ariz.), who has called 
Trump's reshuffling of the council a "radical departure," said Congress can weigh in on the size but not 
the makeup of the council. 

"I can't take action," McCain said. "We passed legislation that reduced the size ... but I'm not sure 
Congress can tell the president specifically who he wants on his national security team." 

DEFENSE 

Hawaii spill sparks bid to upgrade Navy fuel storage 

Sam Mintz, E&E News reporter 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The Hawaii congressional delegation is pushing the Navy and U.S. EPA to follow through on upgrading a 
critical military fuel storage facility on Oahu that was the site of a 27,000-gallon jet fuel leak in 2014. 

Legislation introduced last week by a pair of Hawaiian Democrats, Sen. Brian Schatz and Rep. Colleen 
Hanabusa, would ensure that the Navy, the Defense Logistics Agency and EPA follow and fund an action 
plan finalized in September 2015. The bill isS. 437 in the Senate and H.R. 1202 in the House. 

The plan details efforts to protect drinking water on Oahu from future leaks by making infrastructure 
improvements to the military's Red Hill Underground Fuel Storage Facility. 

"The EPA, the Navy, and the State agree that protecting the aquifer that supplies Oahu's drinking water is 
essential," said Schatz in a statement. "Our bill firms up that commitment into federal law by making sure 
the agencies responsible for improving Red Hill have the federal funding they need to implement the 
actions that are agreed to." 

The military and EPA have maintained that the January 2014 leak, which the Navy says was caused by a 
contractor, never affected the quality of drinking water in the area. 

But the spill worried lawmakers and environmental groups like the Sierra Club. The director of that 
organization's Hawaii chapter said in an interview with a local television station in October that the "status 
quo" at Red Hill- which includes large tanks in volcanic rock near Pearl Harbor- is no longer 
acceptable. 

"We want to see these tanks be leak-proof and the contamination that's already escaped into the 
environment to be cleaned up, and that's our basic minimum expectation," Marti Townsend told KHON-
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TV. 

Lawmakers on Capitol Hill are hoping to pressure the Trump administration. 

"These fuel storage tanks sit above aquifers that provide drinking water for up to 30 percent of Oahu's 
residents," said Rep. Tulsi Gabbard (D-Hawaii) in a statement. "It's essential the Department of Defense 
commit the necessary resources to eliminate any threat these tanks pose to our most precious resource 
-water." 

Gabbard's father, state Sen. Mike Gabbard (D), is also pushing legislation at the state level targeting Red 
Hill. would set new construction standards for underground fuel storage tanks. 

But Navy official Richard Hayes earlier this month urged the state Legislature to hold off on moving 
forward while the federal agencies follow through with their plans. 

"The DOD asks the Legislature to defer this bill to allow [the Hawaii State Department of Health] to 
continue its work with the EPA and the Navy," Hayes told a hearing chaired by the elder Gabbard, 
according to his QISU2§@!";~§.tlr!JQ!J.Y 

"We remain committed to protecting drinking water in Hawaii as an unquestioned, non-negotiable 
requirement," he said. "The AOC, which describes tasks that the Navy will complete within certain time 
constraints, is dedicated to meeting that requirement." 

There was a slight bump in the road in September when EPA and the state health department a 
Navy work plan and gave it almost a dozen points to correct. The Navy revised the plan, and it was 
approved in December. 

URANIUM 

Federal appeals court upholds Va. mining ban 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

A federal appeals court Friday upheld Virginia's long-standing ban on uranium mining in litigation from a 
company hoping to develop a deposit there. 

In a split decision, the Richmond, Va.-based 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals sided with Senior Judge 
Jackson Kiser of the U.S. District Court for the Western District of Virginia, who tossed Virginia Uranium 
Inc.'s complaint in December 2015. 

Virginia Uranium, which wants to mine on a site north of Danville, said the state moratorium violated the 
federal government's powers to regulate radioactive activity under the Atomic Energy Act. 

But Kiser said that state leaders cited as defendants were immune from litigation. The judge also said 
Virginia was the "paramount proprietor" of minerals within its jurisdiction. 

Appeals court Judges Albert Diaz and Pamela Harris, both appointed by President Obama, sided with 
Kiser. "The district court properly dismissed this case," they wrote. 
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Judge William Traxler, appointed by President Clinton, dissented. He said the federal government 
stepped in to regulate a dangerous activity. 

"While Virginia's apprehension is certainly understandable," Traxler wrote, "in my view Congress has 
taken away a state's ability to limit mining for this particular reason." 

Virginia Attorney General Mark Herring (D) praised the majority decision. "This ruling affirms that the 
Commonwealth is well within its rights to regulate mining activities," he said, "and I'm glad we were able 
to yet again successfully defend Virginia's environment and moratorium in court." 

Virginia Uranium has yet to appeal the ruling or ask for a rehearing. The company is also pursuing 
litigation in state court. 

TRANSPORTATION 

Americans shatter another driving record 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

Americans broke the U.S. driving record last year, the fifth straight record-breaking year, driving 3.218 
trillion miles on public roads, according to the Federal Highway Administration. 

The driving distance is the equivalent to 17,000 round trips from the Earth to the sun. It's 470 round trips 
more- 2.8 percent, or 87.5 billion miles- than Americans drove in 2015, agency show. 

The driving increase slowed compared to 2015, which saw a 3.5 percent uptick in driving from 2014. 

The increase in driving is behind the steady increase in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation, 
which took over power generation as the top American carbon emitter. 

The federal Energy Information Administration expects U.S. vehicle miles traveled to continue to increase 
through midcentury. The agency expects gasoline demand from light-duty vehicles to peak in 2018, 
although that depends on driving behavior, fuel efficiency improvements and sales of electric vehicles. It 
expects oil demand to rise into the 2040s. 

Last year also saw record high auto sales, driven by trucks and SUVs. 

AIR POLLUTION 

EPA extends comment period on sewage treatment standards 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The public will have another month to offer input on U.S. EPA's proposed changes to air pollution 
standards for a handful of publicly owned sewage treatment plants. 
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The extension means that the comment period, originally set to expire next Monday, will instead run until 
March 29, according to a set for publication in tomorrow's Federal Register. 

EPA officials granted the extension at the request of the National Association of Clean Water Agencies, 
which had sought another four months. 

EPA published the to the national emissions standards for hazardous air pollutants in 
late December 2016 as part of a residual risk and technology review. Of some 16,000 publicly owned 
treatment works nationwide, an estimated six are covered by the standards, according to the draft rule. 

The proposal would require all such plants to develop pretreatment programs to limit pollution from 
industrial users that might also be a significant source of air emissions. 

Among other features, the proposed rule also would end an exemption for emissions released as a result 
of plant malfunctions as well as during startup and shutdown periods. 

AIR POLLUTION 

Chicago fights with company over manganese levels 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The dusty mounds of petroleum coke might be gone from Chicago, but while they were investigating the 
black piles, federal and city officials discovered what could be a more dangerous type of pollution. 

Air monitors found alarming levels of manganese around the Calumet River during 2014 and 2015 tests. 
The heavy metal used in the steelmaking industry has been associated with nervous system damage, 
learning difficulties, memory loss and anxiety. 

Investigators point the finger at S.H. Bell Co., a firm that stockpiles manganese and has repeatedly 
ignored city regulations. 

While the company denies it is responsible for the pollution, city officials will try to get monitors installed 
before a March 1 deadline that was agreed upon in a legal settlement with federal authorities. 

"I'm very uncomfortable with the fact that a company that claims to be complying with environmental laws 
won't allow equipment on their property to prove it," said U.S. District Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois Judge Thomas Durkin. 

Ohio EPA has cited the company four times since 2008 for allowing manganese dust to blow into 
surrounding areas (Michael Hawthorne, Feb. 21 ). - CS 

COLORADO 

Pueblo opts for total renewable energy by 2035 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The city of Pueblo, Colo., committed to become fully powered by renewable energy sources by 2035 
following a City Council decision on Monday. 
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The mining and steel town faces significant energy cost concerns, and citizens pay some of the highest 
rates in the state. 

Aspen, Colo., accomplished a similar goal in 2015. The town operates on 50 percent wind power and 45 
percent hydropower, and gets its remaining energy from solar Feb. 20).-
NB 

CALIFORNIA 

Bill would phase out fossil fuels by 2045 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

California Senate Leader Kevin de Leon introduced a bill that would require the state to get 100 percent of 
its electricity from renewable energy sources by 2045. 

A radical increase from the current goal of half renewable sources by 2030, the bill represents a part of 
the Senate leader's promised opposition to President Trump. 

California already has more ambitious clean-energy goals than most states. 

De Leon's bi!! wou!d require the state to hit the 50 percent renewable mark by 2025. 

He entered the bill on Friday, and the legislation will likely serve as a placeholder for more detailed 
proposals to come. 

Clean energy advocates cheered the move. 

"Whether it's a direct response to what's happening in Washington, I don't know, but it's certainly an 
indication that California will continue to lead in this area," said Jim Woodruff, president of the Solar 
Association, a Sacramento trade group. "It's the sixth-largest economy in the world. I think by putting 
these goals out, it's making a pretty powerful statement, not only in the U.S., but globally, that if we set 
out the goals and put the resources to it, those goals can be achieved." 

Market forces are moving toward renewable energy. The industries created 100,000 new jobs in 
California last year alone (Sammy Roth, Feb. 20).- NB 

GERMANY 

Stuttgart bans older diesel cars 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

Older diesel cars will be banned from driving in Stuttgart, Germany, next year in an attempt to reduce 
pollution levels. 

Stuttgart regularly experiences fine particulate levels above safe levels, partly due to its location in a bowl
shaped valley. 

The measure was approved today by the Baden-WOrttemberg state government, which is led by a 
coalition between the environmentalist Green Party and the Christian Democratic Union. 
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Only diesel cars that meet the Euro 6 emissions standard for light passenger and commercial vehicles will 
be able to drive in the city starting in 2018. 

POWER PLAN HUB 

Energy discussions live on as EPA rule faces death 

E&E News: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

If there's an enduring upside to U.S. EPA's doomed Clean Power Plan, it's that it spurred some much
needed discussions about energy on the state level, says Brian Murray, director for economic analysis at 
Duke University's Nicholas Institute for Environmental Policy Solutions. 

"There really was not much going on in terms of coordination and dialogue between energy and 
environmental regulators at the state level before all this," he said. But since the CPP was proposed in 
2014, he said, there has been an "improved understanding of how the power sector works by 
environmental regulators." 

Each Monday, Power Plays previews upcoming moves on the way to Clean Power Plan compliance and 
recaps the week's developments. 

Murray hosted a private discussion in Washington last week on the outlook for the energy and 
environment market in the Southeast in 2017 that featured such regulators and other stakeholders. 

"It's fair to say that there's a fairly broad consensus that the Clean Power Plan as we know it is unlikely to 
see the light of day. No one knows exactly how it's going to be undone. There's a lot of different options 
that the Trump administration could take," Murray said. 

"Right now, EPA is still legally obligated to do something about C02," he said, suggesting that one likely 
outcome would be that the agency would limit its support to heat rate improvements inside the fence line 
of a power plant. 

Those in attendance at the Feb. 15 event "drew a distinction between the Clean Power Plan's undoing by 
the administration" and a strong consensus "that over the long term, carbon will still likely be constrained 
in some way," Murray said. 

"Everything right now is being driven so heavily by two things- steady and continuing economics of 
natural gas that is pulling more and more generation to it and also keeping prices low, and the other real 
dynamic in the room is the unexpected uptake in solar that people just didn't see coming," especially the 
drop in solar costs, Murray said. 
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In fact, "even without a Clean Power Plan, this increasing pace of technology development in renewables 
is raising some planning challenges for the states' utility commissions" and utilities, he said. 

"The change in administration is not going to lead to a spike in emissions from the [electric utility] sector," 
Murray said. "I think it's going to change the trajectory at which [emissions] would decline, or maybe it will 
flatten out instead of decline with less regulatory pressure for the next several years." 

While there may be a "disruption" for four to eight years, Murray said, "the long-term game looks still to be 
towards decarbonization and a significant uptake in renewables." 

In case you missed it: 

• Cap and trade is still gathering momentum in California as the state's preferred policy to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions despite anti-poverty groups' best efforts to stymie it Feb. 
17). 

• EPA signed off on five environmental waivers for California in the waning days of the Obama 
administration Feb. 17). 

• Electric utilities continue to plan to reduce carbon emissions, even as the Clean Power Plan seems 
doomed under the Trump administration Feb. 15). 

• Alabama's new Republican senator, Luther Strange, brings a strong anti-EPA record with him to 
Congress Feb. 1 0). 

CLIMATEWIRE- Wed., February 22,2017 

Staff warv but ieady to woik with Piuitt amid new email dump 
Newly appointed U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt yesterday tried to extend an olive branch to worried staffers 
hours before consenting to a judge's order and releasing more than 7,000 pages of emails with energy firms. 

'Gene catalogs' aim to help crops survive climate change 

Vaporous sky rivers could sharpen wildfire risk 
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Researchers study snow to learn about Earth's water 

Small ponds provide large amounts of emissions 

Former DOE international affairs chief heads to Columbia Univ. 

Senate leader cites climate in call for infrastructure spending 

Carbon tax targets up to 40 large emitters 

Concerned Scientists' Kimmell on Pruitt's first days at agency, focus on federalism 

ENERGYWIRE- Wed., February 22,2017 

Emails hang over Pruitt message to EPA staff 
Staff from the Oklahoma attorney general's office began turning over thousands of documents related to U.S. EPA 
Administrator Scott Pruitt's contacts with oil, gas and coal groups during his tenure as the state's top lawyer. Last 
night, by court order, the Center for Media and Democracy received a disc with 7,500 pages of emails and public 
documents that it has been requesting from Pruitt's office for two years. 

Oil could flow through pipeline in 2 weeks 

Colo. court considers teens' climate lawsuit 

Homeland Security funds startups to secure 'internet of things' 
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Lenders finance large-scale energy storage projects 

Wyo. oilman. politician John Wold dies 

Concerned Scientists' Kimmell on Pruitt's first days at agency, focus on federalism 

Brought to you by the Office of General Counsel Law Library 

Jennifer Turley, Law Librarian 

Arctic Slope Mission Services (ASMS) Contractor 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Office of General Counsel 

202/564-3971 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

OAQPS SPPD[OAQPS_SPPD@epa.gov] 
Johnson, Tanya 
Thur 2/23/2017 4:19:09 PM 
FW: Air & Radiation Law News for February 22, 2017 

Subject: Air & Radiation Law News for February 22, 2017 

LEADING THE NEWS 

EPA 

The White House is collaborating with newly minted EPA administrator Scott Pruitt to vet candidates for 
the agency's leadership team, but the speed of confirmations is largely up to a Senate already dogged by 
intransigence, a top White ... 

NEWS 
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Air Pollution 

India's environment minister said pollution is a problem for local authorities and suggested he doesn't 
believe some data showing that the nation has some of the most dirty air in the world .... 

Biofuels 

A Brazilian/Paraguayan firm will soon begin producing automotive fuel from fermented chicken feces .... 

Climate Change 

Russia intends to stick to international climate commitments, though it may not argue with President 
Donald Trump if he decides to weaken U.S. adherence to the Paris accord, according to a senior Russian 
lawmaker. ... 

Climate Policy 

Among the 21st-century threats posed by climate change-rising seas, melting permafrost and 
superstorms-European leaders are warning of a last-century risk they know all too well: War. ... 

Coal Mining 

Add Corsa Coal Corp. to the short list of U.S. coal producers doing something that's become a bit of a 
rarity these days: opening mines .... 

Energy 
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Nuclear companies are calling for increased federal funding and market design changes to support the 
development of advanced reactor technologies, still away years from commercialization .... 

Energy 

China's decision to approve its first new nuclear reactors in two years may need to wait for its success 
starting up the world's first next-generation units .... 

Energy 

Environmental groups opposed to subsidies for nuclear power may be facing a do-or-die moment in 
Connecticut. ... 

Energy 

Fossil fuel use in the European Union continues its slow but steady decline, providing 73 percent of 
energy in 2015 compared to 83 percent in 1990, according to data issued by the bloc's statistical 
agency .... 

Energy 

U.S. utility owners from Duke Energy Corp. to NextEra Energy Inc. are warning investors that their 
earnings may take a hit from tax reforms being floated in Washington .... 

EPA 

President Donald Trump's newly installed environmental chief Scott Pruitt laid out his vision for reshaping 
the way the federal government safeguards air and water, as he tried to convince skeptical federal 
employees that. .. 
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General Policy 

French multinationals that fail to plan for environmental and other accidents abroad face potentially huge 
fines under a bill inspired by a 2013 building collapse that killed 1 ,000 Bangladesh garment factory 
workers .... 

International Climate 

Driving most of Europe's dirtiest power plants into retirement is probably cheaper than you think .... 

International Clirnate 

The Province of Quebec is poised to become the second Canadian region to sell bonds that finance 
environment-friendly projects .... 

Renewable Energy 

The idea that giant batteries may someday revolutionize electrical grids has long enthralled clean-power 
advocates and environmentalists. Now it's attracting bankers with the money to make it happen .. 

Renewable Energy 

Record low Indian solar tariffs tendered at a groundbreaking auction may catalyze green investments and 
help tip the balance of new power to renewables and away from fossil fuels .... 

Trade 
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The U.S. blocked India's initial request for a World Trade Organization inquiry into a series of U.S. 
subsidies and requirements in the renewable energy sector. ... 

Vehicle Fuels 

American ethanol producers see an opportunity to tap new sources of demand as President Donald 
Trump focuses on reducing federal regulations .... 

Vehicle Fuels 

Royal Dutch Shell Pic will build seven fueling stations for hydrogen cars in California through a 
partnership with Toyota Motor Corp., laying down their latest bet on the demise of the internal-combustion 
engine .... 

Vehicle Fuels 

President Donald Trump reiterated his support for American ethanol in a letter Feb. 21, wading into the 
industry's battle with independent oil refiners and billionaire Carl lcahn over whether parts of a federal 
mandate should be changed .... 

Inside EPA's Clean Air Report, 02/23/2017 
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EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt Details Priorities, Principles 

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt, sworn in Feb. 17 shortly after his Senate confirmation, has begun to detail 
some of his priorities and principles for his time in office. 

Facing Trump EPA, 'Integrity Project' Makes Political Messaging Top Priority 

Facing President Donald Trump's deregulatory push at EPA, the Environmental Integrity Project (EIP) --a 
group best known for its use of citizen suits and other measures to strictly enforce environmental laws -
is shifting its top priority to a broad-based communications effort to challenge longstanding anti-EPA 
messaging from industry and the GOP. 

Ozone Implementation Plan Shows Major Divisions Among Stakeholders 

EPA's proposal for how to implement its latest ozone ambient air standard is highlighting major divisions 
among stakeholders, with several states and industry groups faulting the agency's approach to weighing 
international emissions in states' compliance plans and environmentalists attacking parts of the rule as 
too weak to reduce ozone. 

EPA Preserves Obama-Era Website But Climate Change Data Doubts Remain 

EPA has posted a link to an archived version of its website from Jan. 19, the day before President Donald 
Trump was inaugurated and the agency began removing climate change-related information from its 
official site, saying the move comes in response to concerns that it would permanently scrub such data. 

Pruitt's first speech gets a mixed reaction 

"It's 
EPA source says. 

Our most read: Pruitt enters. McCarthy exits. McCabe returns to Region 2 

Less than one week into the da·wning of a new EPA era. 

House committee leaders seek delay in mining financial rule 

The lawmakers say a much 
rule would have on the 

is needed in 

Texas sues EPA over 502 nonattainment designations 

Ewire: A daily news roundup 

of the considerable EPA's 
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Details emerge on rlincr+inn EPA to reexamine the Clean Power Plan and its 
Clean Water Act 1ris1::lici:ion agEmdla and Gina 

EPA 

Pruitt's pitch to staff: Give me a chance 

Scott Pruitt talked up his listening skills and desire for "civility" as he addressed a skeptical U.S. EPA staff 
today. 

In his first speech to the agency since his swearing in as EPA administrator Friday, Pruitt stressed his 
respect for the agency's career staff. He hinted broadly at big changes that are expected to come to the 
agency under the Trump administration, although he declined to offer specific plans about efforts to 
repeal Obama administration environmental rules. 

Many career EPA staffers have been wary about Pruitt's arrival after the former Oklahoma attorney 
general battled the agency's regulations in court and vowed major overhauls at the agency. 

ED_0011318_00005759-00007 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

CONTINUING COVERAGE 

E&E News' ongoing coverage of the new administration and the changes taking place on Capitol Hill. 
="-'-'--'-'==to view the continuing coverage. 

But Pruitt today cautioned those listening against jumping to conclusions. 

"You don't know me very well," he told staff and press gathered in the Rachel Carson Green Room at 
EPA headquarters in Washington. 

"In fact, you don't know me hardly at all other than what you've read in the newspaper and seen on the 
news," he said. "I might suggest to you ... I look forward to sharing the rest of the story with you as we 
spend time together. This is a beginning. It's a beginning for us to spend time and discuss certain 
principles by which I think this agency should conduct itself." 

Pruitt steered clear of specifics about the Trump administration's energy policies in his 11-minute speech. 
He didn't, for example, delve into plans for withdrawing the Obama administration's Waters of the U.S. 
rule and Clean Power Plan, which he and President Trump have said they plan to do Feb. 
20). 

Instead, Pruitt's greeting today appeared to be an attempt to calm the waters at the agency where many 
staffers are anxious. 

"Civility is something I believe in very much. We ought to be able to get together and wrestle through 
some very difficult issues and do so in a civil manner," he told employees. 

He added, "I seek to be a good listener. Those of you that have been here for quite some time, whether 
it's in the air area or water or whatever area that you may be in, I look forward to spending time with you, 
not just to address certain issues but really spend time and dig down deep with respect to how we're 
going to do business in the future and get to know you personally and get to know how I can be a 
resource to you as you do your work .... You can't lead unless you listen." 

The new administrator hinted broadly at some of the reforms he'd like to see at EPA. He said the agency 
has a responsibility to "avoid abuses that occur sometimes" in rulemaking, and he stressed the 
importance of following the "rule of law" and in partnering with states through federalism. "I seek to 
ensure that we engender the trust of those at the state level," he said. 

Catherine McCabe, who served as EPA's acting boss ahead of Pruitt's confirmation, offered the new 
administrator gifts, including an EPA lapel pin and an agency baseball cap. 

Pruitt, the former co-owner of Oklahoma City's minor league baseball team, said he'd wear the EPA hat 
with pride to Washington Nationals games. 

"I am excited about being in a city that actually has a major league baseball team," he said. 

Some EPA employees attended today's event in person. Others tuned in online or listened by phone. 
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As Pruitt settles into his job, EPA staff and environmentalists will be watching closely to see how he leads 
the agency. 

Agency employees were "hoping not to hear 'Death and Destruction for EPA,"' said John O'Grady, an 
EPA union leader, ahead of the speech. "Probably what we will hear is a lot of very smooth political talk, 
but the proof will be in the executive orders that President Trump issues." 

The Trump administration is widely expected to issue executive orders directing the rollback of some of 
President Obama's signature environmental rules, including the Clean Power Plan and WOTUS. Those 
orders are expected to come as early as this week. 

DOE 

Industry fears budget fight will chill nuclear, grid work 

A growing chorus of industry executives is warning that squeezing the Department of Energy's finances 
could stall a push to modernize the nation's sprawling electric grid and nuclear fleet. 

The Trump administration has made repeated pledges to scale back federal agencies, sending chills 
through the government workforce and sparking rumors about DOE renewable energy, efficiency and 
nuclear physics and scientific computing programs being on the chopping block. 

Industry heads are pushing back. 
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Acknowledging the White House focus on federal spending, Chris Crane, president and CEO of Exelon 
Corp., told attendees at a nuclear summit in Washington today that DOE labs are a linchpin of ongoing 
nuclear research and development. 

"One of my recommendations ... is understand where the money goes," Crane said at Third Way's 
Advanced Nuclear Summit. "The majority of the money at the DOE goes to the labs, and the labs are 
critical for us to continue to be competitive going forward." 

DOE in recent years has provided hundreds of millions of dollars in partnerships to support nuclear 
research and development and billion-dollar loan guarantees, and work on reactor designs and waste 
management is ongoing at the Idaho National Laboratory. Sponsoring the Third Way event were the 
Argonne, Oak Ridge and Idaho national laboratories. 

On a panel following Crane's speech, John Hopkins, president and CEO of NuScale Power, said he has 
yet to hear anyone within the new administration say anything unsupportive of nuclear power and said a 
number of holdover career staffers at DOE have a very good understanding of the nuclear sector's needs. 

But Hopkins quickly followed up by emphasizing the importance of federal support, including loan 
guarantees and public-private partnerships to streamline permitting for small modular reactors. 

Similar concerns were sounded last week on Capitol Hill about grid work. 

Union leaders, transmission developers and the head of the Electric Power Research Institute told 
members of the House Energy and Commerce Subcommittee on Energy that DOE and its 17 national 
labs are critical for developing and commercializing new grid technologies. 

At least one witness expressed fears that budget cuts could halt that work. 

"I'm certainly concerned our current administration will look at DOE and look at it as an opportunity to 
reduce funding for the good R&D that they do," said Steve Hauser, CEO of the GridWise Alliance. "I think 
stability is very important for an R&D program." 

Michael Howard, EPRI's president and CEO, said ongoing material science and basic research in the 
national labs is a critical platform for technology that's later taken over by private industry, and funding for 
those programs is already low. 

The federal government, he said, should continue supporting costly demonstrations to make sure the 
technology works. 

"It's not like we can shut down the grid ... and start it back up with it all modernized," Howard said. "We 
need to know for sure these technologies will work." 

Perry's test 

The industry's uncertainty is playing into intense speculation about debates surrounding the fiscal 2018 
budget. 

While expectations are high that Republicans and the Trump administration will push for cuts to some 
DOE programs, it's unclear how deep the cuts will be, what Congress will pass and whether former Texas 
Gov. Rick Perry (R), President Trump's nominee to lead the agency, will push back. 

Also in the mix is the administration's reliance on conservative think tanks like the Heritage Foundation, 
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which has called for shuttering the DOE offices and energy innovation hubs that work on grid 
modernization, as well as the Office of Nuclear Energy. 

Perry discussed the benefit of DOE programs during his confirmation hearing before the Senate Energy 
and Natural Resources Committee, calling the national labs a "crown jewel" and vowing to defend the 
agency's work if confirmed. 

The budget represents the first "real test" of whether Trump defers to his Cabinet appointees on funding 
or listens to White House officials who have called for deep cuts, said Jeff Navin, co-founder and partner 
at Boundary Stone Partners and a deputy chief of staff at DOE during the Obama administration. 

"If the president is going to defer to the people he appointed to his Cabinet, then Perry wins, and we'll see 
smaller cuts to specific programs," Navin said. "If the Cabinet is going to take orders from the right wing 
ideologues in the White House, then we'll see brutal, massive cuts in the proposal." 

Perry, for example, could be up against former Rep. Mick Mulvaney (R-S.C.), the newly confirmed head 
of the Office of Management and Budget. 

As a member of the House, Mulvaney in 2012 offered up an amendment to an energy and water bill that 
would have slashed DOE funding by $3.1 billion Feb. 3). 

But Navin said deep cuts could face an uphill slog in Congress. 

"There is very little appetite in the Senate for the kinds of deep cuts that Mulvaney unsuccessfully pushed 
in a very conservative House and that Heritage is pushing in its blueprint," he said. "It will be an important 
symbolic fight, and it will be the first public test as to how much freedom Perry will be given in managing 
his agency." 

REGULATIONS 

As Senate Dems cross aisle, a search for compromise 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 
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A few Senate Democrats are reaching across the aisle and looking for compromise on reforming the way 
federal agencies issue and review regulations. 

North Dakota Sen. Heidi Heitkamp, a moderate Democrat and reform advocate, acknowledged that her 
caucus is deeply divided on the issue but said she's working with Republicans on a deal. Regulatory 
reform is a GOP priority. 

"We're doing a whole discussion on the role of benefit-cost or cost-benefit analysis in rulemaking, so I 
think you'll see some additional things rolling out if we're successful in finalizing a compromise," she told 
E&E News. 

Heitkamp and Sen. James Lankford (R-Okla.), a regulatory reform leader in his caucus, are working on a 
bipartisan bill that could debut next month, sources say. 

The duo, ranking member and chairman of the Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and Federal Management, have long partnered on efforts to 
streamline the system. 

In the past session of Congress, they proposed the "Smarter Regulations Through Advance Planning and 
Review Act," which would require agencies to write rules in a way that facilitates better 
retroactive review. 

Another measure that is likely to see bipartisan action this year is the "Regulatory Accountability Act," 
which has passed the House six times with as many as 19 Democratic votes. 

It would require federal agencies to identify the objective of a proposed rule and choose the lowest-cost 
alternative, among other provisions Jan. 12). 
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"We're working on it," Sen. Claire McCaskill (D-Mo.) said of the measure and its prospects in her 
chamber. 

Sen. Rob Portman (R-Ohio), who has backed similar legislation, said he was hopeful it could get play this 
year, though he would like to see changes to the House bundle. 

"I'd like to see some tweaks to it," he said. "They put it in a larger package, and we'd like to pull 
out the 'Regulatory Accountability Act' and hopefully get a separate vote on that." 

He added: "The 'Regulatory Accountability Act' has always been bipartisan." 

Sen. Jim lnhofe (R-Okla.), however, said Democratic efforts to reform rulemaking are "merely for 
campaign purposes." 

"All of them who are talking about that are ones who are endangered species for 2018," he said. "It's 
primarily the individuals who are trying to modify their position because they're from states that were 
carried by Trump." 

While Heitkamp and McCaskill are up for re-election in 2018, supporting regulatory reform measures has 
not always guaranteed re-election for Democrats in red states. 

Two-term Democratic Sen. Mark Pryor of Arkansas lost in 2014 to freshman Rep. Tom Cotton, despite 
Pryor championing the "RAA" with Portman in 2011. 

Since President Trump released his "2-for-1" -which requires agencies to nix two rules 
for every new one -there has been increased discussion on Capitol Hill about methods for reviewing 
existing standards Feb. 7). 

In addition to prompting dialogue, Trump's order bolstered Republicans who would see agencies take 
costs and economic impacts into greater consideration when issuing rules. 

"There are costs and benefits, and they're supposed to look at costs as well as benefits," said 
Environment and Public Works Chairman John Barrasso (R-Wyo.). 

"It's very important that we have clean air, clean water, clean land, that we protect our environment and 
do it in ways that allow for a strong and healthy economy," he said. "We can have both." 

\"lhile there is bipartisan agreement that agencies could do a better job revievJing and possibly tossing old 
rules that are obsolete or ineffective, requiring agencies to find the least costly alternative is likely a deal 
breaker for many Democrats who see GOP attempts to reform the system as a guise for stagnation and 
obstruction. 

"I think if it's really regulatory reform that makes unnecessary obsolete regulations come into 
conformance with modern days, we're all for that," said Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-R. I.). 

"But every time they talk this way," he said, "you look behind the curtain and it's Wall Street and the big 
polluters." 

WHITE HOUSE 

Top energy aides get to work 
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Two top energy aides have started work at the White House as the Trump administration is expected to 
double down on its efforts to repeal Obama-era environmental policies. 

Mike Catanzaro, a former lobbyist at CGCN Group, started work today as special assistant to the 
president for energy and environmental policy in the White House National Economic Council, according 
to White House spokeswoman Kelly Love. 

George David Banks, formerly executive vice president at the nonprofit policy group American Council for 
Capital Formation, started Feb. 16 as special assistant to the president and senior director for 
international energy and environment, Love said. 

CONTINUING COVERAGE 

E&E News' ongoing coverage of the new administration and the changes taking place on Capitol Hill. 
=-"-"'-'-'--'-'-"'-'"""'to view the continuing coverage. 

The new hires in the White House -who have both worked on energy issues on Capitol Hill and the 
executive branch - are expected to have major roles in guiding the Trump administration's energy policy 
(§E~Yf.@. Feb. 8). 
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Scott Segal, an energy lobbyist at Bracewell LLP, called it a "welcome relief' to have staffers with 
significant experience on energy policy starting work in the White House. 

"In a general sense, the White House, I believe, would have a greater range of motion if they've got some 
dedicated staff to the particular issues," Segal said. "These guys in particular are very good." 

Catanzaro and Banks are starting in their new roles as leaders for energy and environmental agencies 
are getting into place and as the White House is expected to soon roll out executive orders aimed at 
rolling back Obama administration environmental regulations. 

U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt was sworn in Friday, and Interior secretary nominee Ryan Zinke and 
Energy secretary nominee Rick Perry are expected to win Senate confirmation in the coming weeks. 

Observers expect to see executive orders on energy policy come as early as this week, now that key 
members of Trump's energy team are in place. 

President Trump could start signing executive orders as early as today. 

The Washington Post reported that two directives will likely be coming soon: one that would direct EPA to 
begin rewriting the Clean Power Plan and another to lift the Obama administration's moratorium on 
federal coal leasing. The second order would instruct EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers to redo the 
so-called Waters of the U.S. (WOTUS) rule. 

Although expected, such moves would be fiercely opposed by environmentalists, Democrats and former 
Obama administration officials who spent years crafting those regulations. 

Speculation abounds over the exact content and timing of the looming orders, but they are expected to 
largely reflect Trump's energy promises on the campaign trail. 

Pruitt told The Wall Street Journal that he expects to soon withdraw WOTUS and the Clean Power Plan, 
which was aimed at curbing carbon emissions from power plants Feb. 20). 

"There has been much anticipation of what direction the White House might give after the confirmation of 
Scott Pruitt," Segal said. 

During the campaign, Trump "sounded some particular themes: energy independence, the relationship to 
security, regulatory reform, the relationship bet"veen affordable energy and manufacturing jobs," Segal 
said. "We are anticipating executive direction" on some of those themes, he added. 

LAW 

Former EPA staffers expand firm, open Okla. office 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

Earth & Water Group is expanding its business. 

The environmental law and consulting firm is opening a new office in Oklahoma City. In addition, Mary 
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Ellen Ternes, once a shareholder with Crowe & Dunlevy, has joined the management team as a partner 
of Earth & Water Law LLC. 

Ternes is a prominent environmental lawyer and serves on several bodies, including the Vanderbilt 
University external advisory committee to the Department of Chemical and Biomolecular Engineering and 
as secretary for the American Coiiege of Environmental Lawyers. She earned her iaw degree from the 
University of Arkansas, Little Rock, and her bachelor's degree in chemical engineering from Vanderbilt 
University. 

Earth & Water is staffed by several former U.S. EPA officials that provide legal and strategic counseling to 
clients on environmental issues. The firm was founded last year Jan. 19). 

Brent Fewell, Earth & Water's chairman and a former deputy EPA water chief during the George W. Bush 
administration, said Ternes' hire would be a great addition to the firm. 

"We are thrilled to have Mary Ellen join our team to continue the growth of Earth & Water Law's 
environmental and corporate practice areas, as well as having the opportunity through her to expand our 
practice into the Southwest," Fewell said. 

Ternes said she is happy to come aboard. 

"I am excited to be joining the Earth & Water Group now, at the beginning of the new Trump 
administration, where there is promise of regulatory relief if we navigate carefully," Ternes said. "Earth & 
Water is unique in bringing together the most critical skill sets in science, engineering, cybertechnology, 
law and finance for responding to the upcoming needs of clients most efficiently in these complicated 
times." 

BIOFUELS 

Trump regulatory reform may boost ethanol - industry leader 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 
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President Trump's pledge to trim federal regulations may help ethanol advocates push for fuel containing 
more of the alternative biofuel, a major industry booster said today. 

Bob Dinneen, president and CEO of the Renewable Fuels Association, said a less cumbersome 
regulatory framework could speed the introduction of higher-ethanol fuels around the country. 

"All of these regulatory barriers are in the weeds," Dinneen said in a speech to be delivered at the 
association's annual conference in San Diego today, which the RFA distributed to reporters. "But they can 
all be eliminated through rational regulatory reform efforts, and each will have an immediate impact in 
stimulating additional ethanol demand." 

Dinneen said he continues to believe Trump supports ethanol as part of a comprehensive energy policy 
and that new U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt will implement the federal renewable fuel standard as 
Congress intended in writing the RFS law in 2005 and updating it two years later. 

Specifically, Dinneen said the government could simplify the petition process for new certification fuels 
and eliminate "unreasonable" criteria for approval. During the Obama administration, he said, EPA placed 
"incredibly rigid and unrealistic requirements" on the certification process, discouraging automakers from 
submitting fuel certification petitions. 

In addition, he said, the government requires too much testing of higher-ethanol fuels ahead of approving 
them for wider sales. E15 fuel, which is 15 percent ethanol, underwent testing for emissions, driveability, 
materials comparability, soil contamination and health effects. 

"Is all that testing really necessary?" Dinneen said, adding that fuels such as E25 and E30 could be 
broadly commercialized if the registration process were simplified. 

"The bottom line is EPA should be fair and equitable in how it provides incentives for alternative fuel 
vehicle production," Dinneen said. 

Ethanol critics say the higher blends risk damage to small engines and some vehicles, and a handful of 
lawmakers in Congress have vowed to try to scale back the RFS. 

The new administration hasn't weighed in on specifics. Trump spoke favorably of ethanol during the 
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campaign, but Pruitt was critical of the RFS as attorney general in Oklahoma, and in his confirmation 
hearing, he stopped short of saying he supports the RFS as written. 

DOE 

Lawmakers ask Trump to put secretary back on security panel 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

President Trump's removal of the Energy secretary from a national security panel has sparked pushback 
on Capitol Hill. 

Rep. Frank Pallone (D-N.J.), ranking member of the House Energy and Commerce Committee, and Rep. 
Bobby Rush (D-Ill.) urged Trump in a today to put the Department of Energy chief back on the 
National Security Council's Principals Committee. 

The panel serves as a Cabinet-level senior interagency forum on policies affecting national security. 

"Recent press reports have indicated that staff may have failed to fully brief you on the full meaning of the 
changes put in place by the Jan. 28 memorandum," the lawmakers wrote. "Specifically, we believe that 
sidelining the Secretary of Energy from the highest level of our nation's national security dialogue is 
extremely ill-advised." 

Trump signed a memo last month that elevated his chief strategist, Steve Bannon, as a regular NSC 
member but removed the secretary of Energy. The rest of the panel comprises the chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and the director of national intelligence by invitation Feb. 1 ). 

Under the Trump memo, the DOE secretary is listed as an NSC "regular attendee" but is no longer a 
member of the Principals Committee. The memo tasked the national security adviser and homeland 
security adviser with chairing the Principals Committee's meetings and makes clear that those advisers 
can invite Cabinet-level heads of executive departments and agencies like DOE. 

In comparison, a 2009 memo that organized the council under the Obama administration included the 
Energy secretary as a "regular member" of the Principals Committee. Trump's order also removed DOE 
officials from an NSC Deputies Committee. 

"The absence of this perspective on the NSC Principals Committee could have dire consequences for our 
nation's safety and security," Pallone and Rush wrote. 

Sen. Maria Cantwell (D-Wash.), the Energy and Natural Resources Committee's ranking member, earlier 
this month questioned why a secretary tasked with overseeing the nation's nuclear stockpile and massive 
facilities housing far-reaching technical data, science and expertise would be removed. 

Republicans have also voiced concern about the NSC's reorganization. 

During a recent interview, Senate Armed Services Chairman John McCain (R-Ariz.), who has called 
Trump's reshuffling of the council a "radical departure," said Congress can weigh in on the size but not 
the makeup of the council. 

"I can't take action," McCain said. "We passed legislation that reduced the size ... but I'm not sure 
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Congress can tell the president specifically who he wants on his national security team." 

DEFENSE 

Hawaii spill sparks bid to upgrade Navy fuel storage 

Sam Mintz, E&E News reporter 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The Hawaii congressional delegation is pushing the Navy and U.S. EPA to follow through on upgrading a 
critical military fuel storage facility on Oahu that was the site of a 27,000-gallon jet fuel leak in 2014. 

Legislation introduced last week by a pair of Hawaiian Democrats, Sen. Brian Schatz and Rep. Colleen 
Hanabusa, would ensure that the Navy, the Defense Logistics Agency and EPA follow and fund an action 
plan finalized in September 2015. The bill isS. 437 in the Senate and H.R. 1202 in the House. 

The plan details efforts to protect drinking water on Oahu from future leaks by making infrastructure 
improvements to the military's Red Hill Underground Fuel Storage Facility. 

"The EPA, the Navy, and the State agree that protecting the aquifer that supplies Oahu's drinking water is 
essential," said Schatz in a statement. "Our bill firms up that commitment into federal law by making sure 
the agencies responsible for improving Red Hill have the federal funding they need to implement the 
actions that are agreed to." 

The military and EPA have maintained that the January 2014 leak, which the Navy says was caused by a 
contractor, never affected the quality of drinking water in the area. 

But the spill worried lawmakers and environmental groups like the Sierra Club. The director of that 
organization's Hawaii chapter said in an interview with a local television station in October that the "status 
quo" at Red Hill- which includes large tanks in volcanic rock near Pearl Harbor- is no longer 
acceptable. 

"We want to see these tanks be leak-proof and the contamination that's already escaped into the 
environment to be cleaned up, and that's our basic minimum expectation," Marti Townsend told KHON
TV. 

Lawmakers on Capitol Hill are hoping to pressure the Trump administration. 

"These fuel storage tanks sit above aquifers that provide drinking water for up to 30 percent of Oahu's 
residents," said Rep. Tulsi Gabbard (D-Hawaii) in a statement. "It's essential the Department of Defense 
commit the necessary resources to eliminate any threat these tanks pose to our most precious resource 
-water." 

Gabbard's father, state Sen. Mike Gabbard (D), is also pushing legislation at the state level targeting Red 
Hill. would set new construction standards for underground fuel storage tanks. 

But Navy official Richard Hayes earlier this month urged the state Legislature to hold off on moving 
forward while the federal agencies follow through with their plans. 

"The DOD asks the Legislature to defer this bill to allow [the Hawaii State Department of Health] to 
continue its work with the EPA and the Navy," Hayes told a hearing chaired by the elder Gabbard, 
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"We remain committed to protecting drinking water in Hawaii as an unquestioned, non-negotiable 
requirement," he said. "The AOC, which describes tasks that the Navy will complete within certain time 
constraints, is dedicated to meeting that requirement." 

There was a slight bump in the road in September when EPA and the state health department a 
Navy work plan and gave it almost a dozen points to correct. The Navy revised the plan, and it was 
approved in December. 

URANIUM 

Federal appeals court upholds Va. mining ban 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

A federal appeals court Friday upheld Virginia's long-standing ban on uranium mining in litigation from a 
company hoping to develop a deposit there. 

In a split decision, the Richmond, Va.-based 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals sided with Senior Judge 
Jackson Kiser of the U.S. District Court for the Western District of Virginia, who tossed Virginia Uranium 
Inc.'s complaint in December 2015. 

Virginia Uranium, which wants to mine on a site north of Danville, said the state moratorium violated the 
federal government's powers to regulate radioactive activity under the Atomic Energy Act. 

But Kiser said that state leaders cited as defendants were immune from litigation. The judge also said 
Virginia was the "paramount proprietor" of minerals within its jurisdiction. 

Appeals court Judges Albert Diaz and Pamela Harris, both appointed by President Obama, sided with 
Kiser. "The district court properly dismissed this case," they wrote. 

Judge William Traxler, appointed by President Clinton, dissented. He said the federal government 
stepped in to regulate a dangerous activity. 

"While Virginia's apprehension is certainly understandable," Traxler wrote, "in my view Congress has 
taken away a state's ability to limit mining for this particular reason." 

Virginia Attorney General Mark Herring (D) praised the majority decision. "This ruling affirms that the 
Commonwealth is well within its rights to regulate mining activities," he said, "and I'm glad we were able 
to yet again successfully defend Virginia's environment and moratorium in court." 

Virginia Uranium has yet to appeal the ruling or ask for a rehearing. The company is also pursuing 
litigation in state court. 

TRANSPORTATION 

Americans shatter another driving record 
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Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

Americans broke the U.S. driving record last year, the fifth straight record-breaking year, driving 3.218 
trillion miles on public roads, according to the Federal Highway Administration. 

The driving distance is the equivalent to 17,000 round trips from the Earth to the sun. It's 470 round trips 
more- 2.8 percent, or 87.5 billion miles- than Americans drove in 2015, agency show. 

The driving increase slowed compared to 2015, which saw a 3.5 percent uptick in driving from 2014. 

The increase in driving is behind the steady increase in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation, 
which took over power generation as the top American carbon emitter. 

The federal Energy Information Administration expects U.S. vehicle miles traveled to continue to increase 
through midcentury. The agency expects gasoline demand from light-duty vehicles to peak in 2018, 
although that depends on driving behavior, fuel efficiency improvements and sales of electric vehicles. It 
expects oil demand to rise into the 2040s. 

Last year also saw record high auto sales, driven by trucks and SUVs. 

AIR POLLUTION 

EPA extends comment period on sewage treatment standards 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The public will have another month to offer input on U.S. EPA's proposed changes to air pollution 
standards for a handful of publicly owned sewage treatment plants. 

The extension means that the comment period, originally set to expire next Monday, will instead run until 
March 29, according to a set for publication in tomorrow's Federal Register. 

EPA officials granted the extension at the request of the i\iationai Association of Ciean iiv'ater Agencies, 
which had sought another four months. 

EPA published the to the national emissions standards for hazardous air pollutants in 
late December 2016 as part of a residual risk and technology review. Of some 16,000 publicly owned 
treatment works nationwide, an estimated six are covered by the standards, according to the draft rule. 

The proposal would require all such plants to develop pretreatment programs to limit pollution from 
industrial users that might also be a significant source of air emissions. 

Among other features, the proposed rule also would end an exemption for emissions released as a result 
of plant malfunctions as well as during startup and shutdown periods. 

AIR POLLUTION 
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Chicago fights with company over manganese levels 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The dusty mounds of petroleum coke might be gone from Chicago, but while they were investigating the 
black piles, federal and city officials discovered what could be a more dangerous type of pollution. 

Air monitors found alarming levels of manganese around the Calumet River during 2014 and 2015 tests. 
The heavy metal used in the steelmaking industry has been associated with nervous system damage, 
learning difficulties, memory loss and anxiety. 

Investigators point the finger at S.H. Bell Co., a firm that stockpiles manganese and has repeatedly 
ignored city regulations. 

While the company denies it is responsible for the pollution, city officials will try to get monitors installed 
before a March 1 deadline that was agreed upon in a legal settlement with federal authorities. 

"I'm very uncomfortable with the fact that a company that claims to be complying with environmental laws 
won't allow equipment on their property to prove it," said U.S. District Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois Judge Thomas Durkin. 

Ohio EPA has cited the company four times since 2008 for allowing manganese dust to blow into 

COLORADO 

Pueblo opts for total renewable energy by 2035 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

The city of Pueblo, Colo., committed to become fully powered by renewable energy sources by 2035 
following a City Council decision on Monday. 

The mining and steel town faces significant energy cost concerns, and citizens pay some of the highest 
rates in the state. 

Aspen, Colo., accomplished a similar goal in 2015. The town operates on 50 percent wind power and 45 
percent hydropower, and gets its remaining energy from solar Feb. 20).-
NB 

CALIFORNIA 

Bill would phase out fossil fuels by 2045 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

California Senate Leader Kevin de Leon introduced a bill that would require the state to get 100 percent of 
its electricity from renewable energy sources by 2045. 

A radical increase from the current goal of half renewable sources by 2030, the bill represents a part of 
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the Senate leader's promised opposition to President Trump. 

California already has more ambitious clean-energy goals than most states. 

De Leon's bill would require the state to hit the 50 percent renewable mark by 2025. 

He entered the bill on Friday, and the legislation will likely serve as a placeholder for more detailed 
proposals to come. 

Clean energy advocates cheered the move. 

"Whether it's a direct response to what's happening in Washington, I don't know, but it's certainly an 
indication that California will continue to lead in this area," said Jim Woodruff, president of the Solar 
Association, a Sacramento trade group. "It's the sixth-largest economy in the world. I think by putting 
these goals out, it's making a pretty powerful statement, not only in the U.S., but globally, that if we set 
out the goals and put the resources to it, those goals can be achieved." 

Market forces are moving toward renewable energy. The industries created 100,000 new jobs in 
California last year alone (Sammy Roth, Feb. 20).- NB 

GERMANY 

Stuttgart bans older diesel cars 

Published: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

Older diesel cars will be banned from driving in Stuttgart, Germany, next year in an attempt to reduce 
pollution levels. 

Stuttgart regularly experiences fine particulate levels above safe levels, partly due to its location in a bowl
shaped valley. 

The measure was approved today by the Baden-WOrttemberg state government, which is led by a 
coalition between the environmentalist Green Party and the Christian Democratic Union. 

Only diesel cars that meet the Euro 6 emissions standard for light passenger and commercial vehicles will 
be able to drive in the city starting in 2018. 

POWER PLAN HUB 

Energy discussions live on as EPA rule faces death 

E&E News: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 

If there's an enduring upside to U.S. EPA's doomed Clean Power Plan, it's that it spurred some much-
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needed discussions about energy on the state level, says Brian Murray, director for economic analysis at 
Duke University's Nicholas Institute for Environmental Policy Solutions. 

"There really was not much going on in terms of coordination and dialogue between energy and 
environmental regulators at the state level before all this," he said. But since the CPP was proposed in 
2014, he said, there has been an "improved understanding of how the power sector works by 
environmental regulators." 

Each Monday, Power Plays previews upcoming moves on the way to Clean Power Plan compliance and 
recaps the week's developments. 

Murray hosted a private discussion in Washington last week on the outlook for the energy and 
environment market in the Southeast in 2017 that featured such regulators and other stakeholders. 

"It's fair to say that there's a fairly broad consensus that the Clean Power Plan as we know it is unlikely to 
see the light of day. No one knows exactly how it's going to be undone. There's a lot of different options 
that the Trump administration could take," Murray said. 

"Right now, EPA is still legally obligated to do something about C02," he said, suggesting that one likely 
outcome would be that the agency would limit its support to heat rate improvements inside the fence line 
of a power plant. 

Those in attendance at the Feb. 15 event "drew a distinction between the Clean Power Plan's undoing by 
the administration" and a strong consensus "that over the long term, carbon will still likely be constrained 
in some way," Murray said. 

"Everything right now is being driven so heavily by two things- steady and continuing economics of 
natural gas that is pulling more and more generation to it and also keeping prices low, and the other real 
dynamic in the room is the unexpected uptake in solar that people just didn't see coming," especially the 
drop in solar costs, Murray said. 

In fact, "even without a Clean Power Plan, this increasing pace of technology development in renewables 
is raising some planning challenges for the states' utility commissions" and utilities, he said. 

"The change in administration is not going to lead to a spike in emissions from the [electric utility] sector," 
Murray said. "I think it's going to change the trajectory at which [emissions] would decline, or maybe it will 
flatten out instead of decline with less regulatory pressure for the next several years." 

While there may be a "disruption" for four to eight years, Murray said, "the long-term game looks still to be 
towards decarbonization and a significant uptake in renewables." 

In case you missed it: 

• Cap and trade is still gathering momentum in California as the state's preferred policy to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions despite anti-poverty groups' best efforts to stymie it Feb. 
17). 
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• EPA signed off on five environmental waivers for California in the waning days of the Obama 
administration Feb. 17). 

• Electric utilities continue to plan to reduce carbon emissions, even as the Clean Power Plan seems 
doomed under the Trump administration Feb. 15). 

• Alabama's new Republican senator, Luther Strange, brings a strong anti-EPA record with him to 
Congress Feb. 1 0). 

CLIMATEWIRE- Wed., February 22,2017 

Staff wary but ready to work with Pruitt amid new email dump 
Newly appointed U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt yesterday tried to extend an olive branch to worried staffers 
hours before consenting to a judge's order and releasing more than 7,000 pages of emails with energy firms. 

Will the Trump admin support advanced nuclear? 

Vaporous sky rivers could sharpen wildfire risk 

Researchers study snow to learn about Earth's water 

Small ponds provide large amounts of emissions 

Former DOE international affairs chief heads to Columbia Univ. 

Senate leader cites climate in call for infrastructure spending 

Carbon tax targets up to 40 large emitters 
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Concerned Scientists' Kimmell on Pruitt's first days at agency, focus on federalism 

ENERGYWIRE- Wed., February 22,2017 

Emails hang over Pruitt message to EPA staff 
Staff from the Oklahoma attorney general's office began turning over thousands of documents related to U.S. EPA 
Administrator Scott Pruitt's contacts with oil, gas and coal groups during his tenure as the state's top lawyer. Last 
night, by court order, the Center for Media and Democracy received a disc with 7,500 pages of emails and public 
documents that it has been requesting from Pruitt's office for two years. 

Colo. court considers teens' climate lawsuit 

Lenders finance large-scale energy storage projects 

Wyo. oilman, politician John Wold dies 

Concerned Scientists' Kimmell on Pruitt's first days at agency, focus on federalism 
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Brought to you by the Office of General Counsel Law Library 

Jennifer Turley, Law Librarian 

Arctic Slope Mission Services (ASMS) Contractor 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Office of General Counsel 

202/564-3971 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Bryson, Joe[Bryson.Joe@epa.gov] 
Culligan, Kevin 
Thur 7/6/2017 6:14:16 PM 
Re: few minutes to chat? 

Call me before 3:30. r·-~-~~-~--~-~~;~~-~~~--~·;;~~-~;·-i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul6, 2017, at 12:30 PM, Bryson, Joe 

Hey Kevin, 

wrote: 

Do you have 10 minutes to chat some time. Today would be best but tomorrow late 
morning or later could also work. 

I want your informal read on r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex:-·s-·~-Deifileraiive.-P.roce-5"5-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex-~·-·-s·-·-=-·-·o·eirii·e·r:·a-iive----P.ro-ce·s·s------------------------c. ____ l 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I'm running out for food but am around and free from I 2:50pm today or later. Name a time 
and#, if you can, and I'll give you a call. 

Thanks, 

Joe 

Joe Bryson 

US EPA, Climate Protection Partnerships Division 

(202) 343-9631 
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From: C u IIi g an , Kevin .-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Location: Ca II in # ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~>_C:.~.~--~~!~-~-~~~--~!~~~-C:¥. __________________ j 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: CPP Next Steps 
Start Date/Time: Thur 6/29/2017 2:15:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Thur 6/29/2017 3:00:00 PM 
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To: Jordan, Scott[Jordan.Scott@epa.gov] 
Cc: Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan[Skinner-Thompson .Jonathan@epa.gov]; Zen ick, 
Elliott[Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov]; Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Thur 6/29/2017 2:01 :23 PM 
Subject: Re: CPP Next Steps 

10:15 is correct 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 29, 2017, at 10:00 AM, Jordan, Scott wrote: 

Also, the most recent invite says the meeting will start at 1 0:15. If that is not correct, 
please let me know the correct starting time. 

Scoit jordan 

Air and Radiation Law Office 

Office of General Counsel 

202-564-7508 

From: Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan 

Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 9:58 AM 

To: Zenick, Elliott; Jordan, Scott; Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin 

Subject: RE: CPP Next Steps 

Works for me. 

Jonathan Skinner-Thompson 

From: Zenick, Elliott 
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 9:58AM 
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Subject: RE: CPP Next Steps 

All can we meet in Lorie's office instead? Thanks. 

Subject: Re: CPP Next Steps 

Do we have a call-in number for this call? 

If you like, we could use mine: 

Call:! Ex. 6- Personal Privacy! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

------------ .. 

Participant Code: j __ ::~·~.:~:::::'~~~~~~~.J 

Scott Jordan 

Air and Radiation Law Office 

Office of General Counsel 

202-564-7508 

From: Steiner, Elyse 

ED_0011318_00005774-00002 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 2:10PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin; Zenick, Elliott; Jordan, Scott; Skinner-Thompson, 
Jonathan 
Subject: CPP Next Steps 
When: Thursday, June 29, 2017 10:00 AM-10:45 AM. 
Where: 

Hopefully, we can keep it to 30 min. 

Do you want to call in? Or we could meet in Steve Page's office (on sth floor near Kevin)? 
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To: Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan[Skinner-Thompson .Jonathan@epa.gov] 
Cc: Zenick, Elliott[Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov]; Jordan, Scott[Jordan.Scott@epa.gov]; Steiner, 
Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Thur 6/29/2017 2:00:53 PM 
Subject: Re: CPP Next Steps 

There is a number in the invite 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 29, 2017, at 9:58AM, Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan <~!illJ~C::: 
wrote: 

Works for me. 

From: Zenick, Elliott 
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 9:58AM 
To: Jordan, Scott 
Culligan, Kevin <Qb!llli;@r!JS.!~l@~~QY> 

Subject: RE: CPP Next Steps 

From: Jordan, Scott 
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 8:32AM 
To: Steiner, Elyse .,..§~!§·'lli'~~£t~@~illQY::: Culligan, Kevin :::gJ!llimr:~mQ.(Q;l§2S!:f!QY::: 
Zenick, Elliott C::::Lriinnor_.Tht"\rnncr'n Jonathan .,.-~tcin,nor_ 

Subject: Re: CPP Next Steps 

Do we have a call-in number for this call? 
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If you like, we could use mine: 

Ca II: r·~-;·-~--~-~~~~~~~;-~·;i·~~-~~--i 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
Conf Ext: ! Ex. 6- Personal Privacy ! 

i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Scott Jordan 

Air and Radiation Law Office 

Office of General Counsel 

202-564-7508 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 2:10PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin; Zenick, Elliott; Jordan, Scott; Skinner-Thompson, 
Jonathan 
Subject: CPP Next Steps 
When: Thursday, June 29, 2017 10:00 AM-10:45 AM. 
Where: 

Hopefully, we can keep it to 30 min. 

Do you want to call in? Or we could meet in Steve Page's office (on sth floor near Kevin)? 

ED_0011318_00005775-00002 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Zenick, Elliott[Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov] 
Culligan, Kevin 
Wed 6/28/2017 7:45:07 PM 
Re:cpp 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 28, 2017, at 3:21 PM, Zenick, Elliott 

Is the the call for tomorrow morning? Do we know what level of DoJ representation there 
will be? 

NSPS\Regional Haze Practice Group 
202-564-1822 

Who is JSK? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 28, 2017, at 10:37 AM, Zenick, Elliott 

Me, jsk and Scott 

NSPS\Regional Haze Practice Group 
202-564-1822 

On Jun 28, 2017, at 10:18 AM, Culligan, Kevin 
wrote: 

OMB wants to set up call with DOJ. Who should we include? 

Sent from my iPhone 

wrote: 

wrote: 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
March 28, 2017 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 

PROMOTING ENERGY INDEPENDENCE AND ECONOMIC GROWTH 

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution 
and the laws of the United States of America, it is hereby ordered as 
follows: 

Section 1. Policy. (a) It is in the national interest to 
promote clean and safe development of our Nation's vast energy 
resources, while at the same time avoiding regulatory burdens that 
unnecessarily encumber energy production, constrain economic growth, 
and prevent job creation. Moreover, the prudent development of these 
natural resources is essential to ensuring the Nation's geopolitical 
security. 

(b) It is further in the national interest to ensure that the 
Nation's electricity is affordable, reliable, safe, secure, and clean, 
and that it can be produced from coal, natural gas, nuclear material, 
flowing water, and other domestic sources, including renewable 
sources. 

(c) Accordingly, it is the policy of the United States that 
executive departments and agencies (agencies) immediately review 
existing regulations that potentially burden the development or use of 
domestically produced energy resources and appropriately suspend, 
revise, or rescind those that unduly burden the development of 
domestic energy resources beyond the degree necessary to protect the 
public interest or otherwise comply with the law. 

(d) It further is the policy of the United States that, to the 
extent permitted by law, all agencies should take appropriate actions 
to promote clean air and clean water for the American people, while 
also respecting the proper roles of the Congress and the States 
concerning these matters in our constitutional republic. 

(e) It is also the policy of the United States that necessary 
and appropriate environmental regulations comply with the law, are of 
greater benefit than cost, when permissible, achieve environmental 
improvements for the American people, and are developed through 
transparent processes that employ the best available peer-reviewed 
science and economics. 
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Sec. 2. Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that Potentially 
Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of Domestic Energy 
Resources. (a) The heads of agencies shall review all existing 
regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other 
similar agency actions (collectively, agency actions) that potentially 
burden the development or use of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and 
nuclear energy resources. Such review shall not include agency 
actions that are mandated by law, necessary for the public interest, 
and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b) For purposes of this order, "burden" means to unnecessarily 
obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs on the 
siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, or delivery 
of energy resources. 

(c) Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head of each 
agency with agency actions described in subsection (a) of this section 
shall develop and submit to the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out the review required by 
subsection (a) of this section. The plans shall also be sent to the 
Vice President, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy, 
the Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of 
the Council on Environmental Quality. The head of any agency who 
determines that such agency does not have agency actions described in 
subsection (a) of this section shall submit to the OMB Director a 
written statement to that effect and, absent a determination by the 
OMB Director that such agency does have agency actions described in 
subsection (a) of this section, shall have no further responsibilities 
under this section. 

(d) Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head of each 
agency shall submit a draft final report detailing the agency actions 
described in subsection (a) of this section to the Vice President, the 
OMB Director, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy, the 
Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of the 
Council on Environmental Quality. The report shall include specific 
recommendations that, to the extent permitted by law, could alleviate 
or eliminate aspects of agency actions that burden domestic energy 
production. 

(e) The report shall be finalized within 180 days of the date of 
this order, unless the OMB Director, in consultation with the other 
officials who receive the draft final reports, extends that deadline. 

(f) The OMB Director, in consultation with the Assistant to the 
President for Economic Policy, shall be responsible for coordinating 
the recommended actions included in the agency final reports within 
the Executive Office of the President. 

ED_0011318_00005592-00002 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

(g) With respect to any agency action for which specific 
recommendations are made in a final report pursuant to subsection (e) 
of this section, the head of the relevant agency shall, as soon as 
practicable, suspend, revise, or rescind, or publish for notice and 
comment proposed rules suspending, revising, or rescinding, those 
actions, as appropriate and consistent with law. Agencies shall 
endeavor to coordinate such regulatory reforms with their activities 
undertaken in compliance with Executive Order 13771 of January 30, 
2017 (Reducing Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs). 

Sec. 3. Rescission of Certain Energy and Climate-Related 
Presidential and Regulatory Actions. (a) The following Presidential 
actions are hereby revoked: 

(i) Executive Order 13653 of November 1, 2013 (Preparing 
the United States for the Impacts of Climate Change); 

(ii) The Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); 

(iii) The Presidential Memorandum of November 3, 2015 
(Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development 
and Encouraging Related Private Investment); and 

(iv) The Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security). 

(b) The following reports shall be rescinded: 

(i) The Report of the Executive Office of the President 
of June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); and 

(ii) The Report of the Executive Office of the President 
of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce 
Methane Emissions) . 

(c) The Council on Environmental Quality shall rescind its final 
guidance entitled "Final Guidance for Federal Departments and Agencies 
on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of 
Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," which is 
referred to in "Notice of Availability," 81 Fed. Reg. 51866 (August 5, 
2016) 

(d) The heads of all agencies shall identify existing agency 
actions related to or arising from the Presidential actions listed in 
subsection (a) of this section, the reports listed in subsection (b) 
of this section, or the final guidance listed in subsection (c) of 
this section. Each agency shall, as soon as practicable, suspend, 
revise, or rescind, or publish for notice and comment proposed rules 
suspending, revising, or rescinding any such actions, as appropriate 
and consistent with law and with the policies set forth in section 1 
of this order. 
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Sec. 4. Review of the Environmental Protection Agency's "Clean 
Power Plan" and Related Rules and Agency Actions. (a) The 
Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency (Administrator) 
shall immediately take all steps necessary to review the final rules 
set forth in subsections (b) (i) and (b) (ii) of this section, and any 
rules and guidance issued pursuant to them, for consistency with the 
policy set forth in section 1 of this order and, if appropriate, 
shall, as soon as practicable, suspend, revise, or rescind the 
guidance, or publish for notice and comment proposed rules suspending, 
revising, or rescinding those rules. In addition, the Administrator 
shall immediately take all steps necessary to review the proposed rule 
set forth in subsection (b) (iii) of this section, and, if appropriate, 
shall, as soon as practicable, determine whether to revise or withdraw 
the proposed rule. 

(b) This section applies to the following final or proposed 
rules: 

(i) The final rule entitled "Carbon Pollution Emission 
Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric 
Utility Generating Units," 80 Fed. Reg. 64661 (October 23, 
2015) (Clean Power Plan); 

(ii) The final rule entitled "Standards of Performance 
for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and 
Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility 
Generating Units," 80 Fed. Reg. 64509 (October 23, 2015); 
and 

(iii) The proposed rule entitled "Federal Plan 
Requirements for Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Electric 
Utility Generating Units Constructed on or Before January 
8, 2014; Model Trading Rules; Amendments to Framework 
Regulations; Proposed Rule," 80 Fed. Reg. 64966 (October 
23, 2015). 

(c) The Administrator shall review and, if appropriate, as soon 
as practicable, take lawful action to suspend, revise, or rescind, as 
appropriate and consistent with law, the "Legal Memorandum 
Accompanying Clean Power Plan for Certain Issues," which was published 
in conjunction with the Clean Power Plan. 

(d) The Administrator shall promptly notify the Attorney General 
of any actions taken by the Administrator pursuant to this order 
related to the rules identified in subsection (b) of this section so 
that the Attorney General may, as appropriate, provide notice of this 
order and any such action to any court with jurisdiction over pending 
litigation related to those rules, and may, in his discretion, request 
that the court stay the litigation or otherwise delay further 
litigation, or seek other appropriate relief consistent with this 
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order, pending the completion of the administrative actions described 
in subsection (a) of this section. 

Sec. 5. Review of Estimates of the Social Cost of 
Carbon, Nitrous Oxide, and Methane for Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. (a) In order to ensure sound regulatory decision making, 
it is essential that agencies use estimates of costs and benefits in 
their regulatory analyses that are based on the best available science 
and economics. 

(b) The Interagency Working Group on Social Cost of Greenhouse 
Gases (IWG), which was convened by the Council of Economic Advisers 
and the OMB Director, shall be disbanded, and the following documents 
issued by the IWG shall be withdrawn as no longer representative of 
governmental policy: 

(i) Technical Support Document: Social Cost of Carbon 
for Regulatory Impact Analysis Under Executive Order 12866 
(February 2010); 

(ii) Technical Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for 
Regulatory Impact Analysis (May 2013); 

(iii) Technical Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for 
Regulatory Impact Analysis (November 2013); 

(iv) Technical Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for 
Regulatory Impact Analysis (July 2015); 

(v) Addendum to the Technical Support Document for 
Social Cost of Carbon: Application of the Methodology to 
Estimate the Social Cost of Methane and the Social Cost of 
Nitrous Oxide (August 2016); and 

(vi) Technical Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for 
Regulatory Impact Analysis (August 2016). 

(c) Effective immediately, when monetizing the value of changes 
in greenhouse gas emissions resulting from regulations, including with 
respect to the consideration of domestic versus international impacts 
and the consideration of appropriate discount rates, agencies shall 
ensure, to the extent permitted by law, that any such estimates are 
consistent with the guidance contained in OMB Circular A-4 of 
September 17, 2003 (Regulatory Analysis), which was issued after peer 
review and public comment and has been widely accepted for more than a 
decade as embodying the best practices for conducting regulatory cost
benefit analysis. 

Sec. 6. Federal Land Coal Leasing Moratorium. The Secretary of 
the Interior shall take all steps necessary and appropriate to amend 
or withdraw Secretary's Order 3338 dated January 15, 2016 
(Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) to 
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Modernize the Federal Coal Program), and to lift any and all moratoria 
on Federal land coal leasing activities related to Order 3338. The 
Secretary shall commence Federal coal leasing activities consistent 
with all applicable laws and regulations. 

Sec. 7. Review of Regulations Related to United States Oil and 
Gas Development. (a) The Administrator shall review the final rule 
entitled "Oil and Natural Gas Sector: Emission Standards for New, 
Reconstructed, and Modified Sources," 81 Fed. Reg. 35824 (June 3, 
2016), and any rules and guidance issued pursuant to it, for 
consistency with the policy set forth in section 1 of this order and, 
if appropriate, shall, as soon as practicable, suspend, revise, or 
rescind the guidance, or publish for notice and comment proposed rules 
suspending, revising, or rescinding those rules. 

(b) The Secretary of the Interior shall review the following 
final rules, and any rules and guidance issued pursuant to them, for 
consistency with the policy set forth in section 1 of this order and, 
if appropriate, shall, as soon as practicable, suspend, revise, or 
rescind the guidance, or publish for notice and comment proposed rules 
suspending, revising, or rescinding those rules: 

(i) The final rule entitled ~oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 
(March 26, 2015); 

(ii) The final rule entitled "General Provisions and Non
Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 77972 (November 
4, 2016); 

(iii) The final rule entitled "Management of Non-Federal 
Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (November 14, 
2016); and 

(iv) The final rule entitled "Waste Prevention, 
Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource 
Conservation," 81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (November 18, 2016) 

(c) The Administrator or the Secretary of the Interior, as 
applicable, shall promptly notify the Attorney General of any actions 
taken by them related to the rules identified in subsections (a) and 
(b) of this section so that the Attorney General may, as appropriate, 
provide notice of this order and any such action to any court with 
jurisdiction over pending litigation related to those rules, and may, 
in his discretion, request that the court stay the litigation or 
otherwise delay further litigation, or seek other appropriate relief 
consistent with this order, until the completion of the administrative 
actions described in subsections (a) and (b) of this section. 

Sec. 8. General Provisions. (a) Nothing in this order shall be 
construed to impair or otherwise affect: 
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(i) the authority granted by law to an executive 
department or agency, or the head thereof; or 

(ii) the functions of the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget relating to budgetary, 
administrative, or legislative proposals. 

(b) This order shall be implemented consistent with applicable 
law and subject to the availability of appropriations. 

(c) This order is not intended to, and does not, create any 
right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable at law or in 
equity by any party against the United States, its departments, 
agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any 
other person. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
March 28, 2017. 

DONALD J. TRUMP 

# # # 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

Harvey, Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov] 
Culligan, Kevin 
Mon 4/3/2017 3:31:24 PM 

Subject: RE: For EPA review: DOE's 2017 Economic Dispatch Report- Environmental Section 

I left her a voice-mail this morning. 

From: Harvey, Reid 
Sent: Friday, March 31,2017 4:30PM 
To: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: For EPA review: DOE's 2017 Economic Dispatch Report- Environmental Section 

[_~~~-~-~-?.-~~~~~;~i~~~--~~~iiiiJonce you've reviewed, do you want to get back to her for both of us? 

Have a good weekend. 

Reid 

From: Callaghan, Caitlin Lm:'!ill.Q;!d!!Jtlln~!llillWillll!W::IJlJ2QI~rQYJ 
Sent: Thursday, March 30,2017 12:14 PM 
To: Harvey, Reid Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: RE: For EPA review: DOE's 2017 Economic Dispatch Report- Environmental Section 
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From: Callaghan, Caitlin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 6:01PM 
To: Harvey, Reid Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: RE: For EPA review: DOE's 2017 Economic Dispatch Report- Environmental Section 

Let's shoot for tomorrow at 3pm. 

Thanks again! 

Caitlin A Callaghan, PhD/JD 
Chemical Engineer, Transmission Permitting & Technical Assistance Division 
Program Lead, Electricity Policy Technical Assistance Program 
Office of Electricity Delivery & Energy Reliability 1 U.S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Ave, SW 1 Washington, DC 20585 
202.287.6345 office 1 240.477.0478 mobile 1 202.586.1472 fax 
gm~~ill@~lliU~~~~~~~~~~ 

Media Inquiries: Contact the Office of Public Affairs at (202) 586-4940 or 

From: Harvey, Reid 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 5:29:07 PM 
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To: Callaghan, Caitlin; Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: RE: For EPA review: DOE's 2017 Economic Dispatch Report- Environmental Section 

Caitlin: 

Kevin and I have some suggested wording edits,[.·~--~--~--~--~--~--~-~~-~-~~--~--~~~~.fiJ?.·~~~~.fty~~-·~.f§!?.~~~~--~--~--~--~-·J Can 
we set a time that works for you during your meetings when you can step out to do a call with us 
and give you our edits by phone, rather than in writing? Some options that work for us to talk 
are: tomorrow (3/29) at 3pm or Thursday the 30th at 2pm. 

Once you pick a time, I can send the three of us a meeting invite. We can use my call-in 

conference line at: L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~I~~~~~-~~§-~~(~~f.i_~~-~y~~~~~~~~~J 

Talk to you soon. 

Reid 

Reid Harvey 

Acting Director 

Office of Atmospheric Programs, OAR 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (6204J) 

Washington, DC 20460 

202-343-9429 
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From: Callaghan, Caitlin L!lli'!lliQ;!J!l1tl!n~!_llil~ill11!W=!JlJ2QI~rQYJ 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 1:04PM 
To: Harvey, Reid Culligan, Kevin :::!,d,ill!giDlJ5,£:Y_:Ul{f!)glliJ:;QY 
Subject: For EPA review: DOE's 2017 Economic Dispatch Report- Environmental Section 

Reid/Kevin, 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Thanks in advance for helping with what I hope won't be too heavy a lift! Please let me know if 
you have any questions. 

Caitlin 
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Caitlin A Callaghan, PhD/JD 

Chemical Engineer, Transmission Permitting & Technical Assistance Division 

Program Lead, Electricity Policy Technical Assistance Program 

Office of Electricity Delivery & Energy Reliability 1 U.S. Department of Energy 

1000 Independence Ave, SW 1 Washington, DC 20585 

202.287.6345 office 1 240.477.0478 mobile 1 202.586.1472 fax 

Media Inquiries: Contact the Office of Public Affairs at (202) 586-4940 or 
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To: Kevin Cu II iga n [~~~~~~~:~:~:~!.~?.~~!)~f~~~~~¥.~:~:J 
From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Fri 2/24/2017 2:36:12 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Background info (111d comment) 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Adamantiades, Mikhail" <8_ili!l!!fi@~~M!kllilllJ~l!f!~!Y: 
To: "Culligan, Kevin" 'Lll!l~JU~I!]!l@J~hg!QY;: 

Subject: FW: Background info (llld comment) 

From: Adamantiades, Mikhail 
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 4: 18 PM 
To: Stenhouse, Jeb ::::_:::;]&nJ!Q1~m2@92lWQY 

Subject: Background info (111d comment) 

Fisher, Brian 
Victor, Meg 

The OKAG Plan offers an alternative framework that is consistent with the State primacy 
entrenched in Section 111 (d). As contemplated by Section 111 (d), States possess the 
authority and discretion to define emission reduction requirements through unit-specific 
analyses. The OKAG Plan eschews the mass-emissions model because this approach 
subsumes resource planning processes traditionally left to the States into mandatory C02 
budgets. Instead, the OKAG Plan allows for a unit-by-unit analysis and considers 
affordable electricity. In addition, the framework holds EPA to its recent public 
pronouncements regarding regulation of existing EGUs. In a December 2, 2013 speech 
before the Center for American Progress, EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy pledged that 
EPA would be "really flexible" with States regarding Section 111 (d). The OKAG Plan 
embraces the "significant flexibility" left to the States under Section 111 (d). 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Jordan, Scott[ Jordan .Scott@epa.gov] 
Zenick, Elliott 
Tue 5/23/2017 3:18:15 PM 
RE: Upcoming CPP Status Reports 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

I Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process Attorney Client i 
! ~ 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

From: Jordan, Scott 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23,201711:15 AM 
To: Hostetler, Eric (ENRD) <Eric.Hostetler@usdoj.gov>; Zenick, Elliott 
<Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov> 
Cc: Lynk, Brian (ENRD) <Brian.Lynk@usdoj.gov>; Kolman, Chloe (ENRD) 
<Chloe.Kolman@usdoj.gov> 
Subject: Re: Upcoming CPP Status Reports 

Elliott-

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process Attorney Client 

Scott Jordan 

Air and Radiation Law Office 

Office of General Counsel 

202-564-7508 
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From: Hostetler, Eric (ENRD) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2017 11:03 AM 
To: Jordan, Scott; Zenick, Elliott 
Cc: Lynk, Brian (ENRD); Kolman, Chloe (ENRD) 
Subject: Upcoming CPP Status Reports 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process Attorney Client 

Eric Hostetler 

Senior Counsel for Appellate Matters 

Environmental Defense Section 

United States Department of Justice 

202-305-2326 

From: Jordan, Scott [~!!lli:~'fllimJ~11@~'§UllQY] 
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 9:02AM 
To: Marsh, Karen <MEJ]ill~~~~fJQ'{> 
Baumgart-Getz, Adam 
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Scott Jordan 

Air and Radiation Law Office 

Office of General Counsel 

202-564-7508 
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To: 
Cc: 

Macpherson, Alex[Macpherson .Aiex@epa.gov]; Marten, Alex[Marten .Aiex@epa.gov] 
Eschmann, Erich[Eschmann.Erich@epa.gov] 

From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Evans, DavidA 
Wed 5/3/2017 4:40:17 PM 
RE: .... 

Actually + Erich this time. 

I spoke w/ Alex Mac. He isn't aware of any proposed edits or changes to the memo, but is going 
to ask around. 

Here is the article I was still telling Alex and Erich about the remand of the CPP briefing and 
perhaps why the court asked about it: 

d 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Wednesday, May 03,2017 12:12 PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov>; Marten, Alex <Marten.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: .... 

+Erich 

Alex, 
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I asked Al if he heard anything about the memo. He hasn't. r-·-·-·Ex.-~-s-·~·-oeifberative._P_r_o_c_e.s-s--·-·-·1 
-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex:-·s·-=·-oeTitie.rati-ve·-·P-rcl"ces·s·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Two~-e~e;:--r-;0~i(fthe~---·

~6-e-·w:arriecra6·au:fvers16ii-·c:antrorrrw:e-·w:ere-·arcura:iin8-muH1rie·-v:ersions. Do you plan on 
updating it soon? Can we ratify my proposed edits and then we circulate? If not, I can just tell Al 
the version he has Friday is the most recent one. 

Dave 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Tuesday, May 02,2017 5:05PM 
To: Evans, DavidA 
Subject: RE: .... 

OK, thanks. 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Tuesday, May 02,2017 5:03PM 

Marten, Alex 

To: Macpherson, Alex <~iru:l!hmffiJ1Jm$<;1JJ!~IY: Marten, Alex 
Subject: RE: .... 

I haven't. I didn't even see Al today. 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Tuesday, May 02,2017 3:55PM 
To: Evans, DavidA Marten, Alex 

ED_0011318_00012569-00002 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

Subject: .... 

Heard anything on the cost memo? I have not ... nothing on the package either 

Alex 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hi Erika, 

Sasser, Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex[Macpherson .Aiex@epa.gov] 
Weatherhead, Darryl 
Mon 4/24/2017 6:13:13 PM 
RE: CPP RIA- update 

As an update to what you provided to Steve. Here are a few bullet points from Alex, with a 
tweak or two from me. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

Thanks 

Darryl 

From: Sasser, Erika 
Sent: Thursday, April20, 2017 5:26PM 
To: Weatherhead, Darryl <Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov>; Macpherson, Alex 
<Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: CPP RIA 

I'll let you know what I hear back on approach/time frame-! know with the mines work time is 
scarce, so hopefully 2 weeks will be OK. 

ED_0011318_00012623-00001 
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From: Sasser, Erika 
Sent: Thursday, April20, 2017 5:25PM 
To: Page, Steve 
Subject: CPP RIA 

Steve: 

Spoke with AI earlier this afternoon i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-··=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:=:= .. ~·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process 

Please let me know if you need more information on this-we think we can deliver the full 
memo within 2 weeks; meantime we are working up a short summary to include in the E.O. 
12866 section of the reg package by noon tomorrow. 

ED_0011318_00012623-00002 
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Thanks, 

Erika 
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To: 
From: 

Macpherson, Alex[Macpherson.Aiex@epa.gov]; Miller, Elizabeth[Miller.Eiizabeth@epa.gov] 
Weatherhead, Darryl 

Sent: Mon 4/24/2017 4:56:25 PM 
Subject: FW: 2 letters from Carper- O&G and CPP 

FYI on the Oil & Gas letter. We haven't been asked to assist in responding to these yet. 

From: Sasser, Erika 
Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 1:56PM 
To: Weatherhead, Darryl <Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov> 
Cc: Chappell, Linda <Chappell.Linda@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: 2letters from Carper- O&G and CPP 

FYI-see April 7 CPP letter, p. 3 (last bullet point, #8) for the jobs question. Jackie, if you can 
help keep us in the loop as the plans for the response develop, that would be good. We're happy 
to help but not clear what direction the response will take here. 

From: Ashley, Jackie 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 3:09PM 
To: Koerber, Mike 
Sasser, Erika 
Cc: Culligan, Kevin 

Tsirigotis, Peter 

Terry, Sara 
Subject: FYI: 2 letters from Carper - O&G and CPP 

All-

FYI that OCIR has gotten 2 letters from Sen. Carper and several other senators asking for 
information about recent EPA actions - one on O&G ICR and one on the CPP EO. Matthew 
Davis of OCIR is entering them in CMS. I don't have additional information at this time about 
what next steps will be to draft response but wanted to make sure you had copies. 

Erika- note specifically that the CPP letter includes a question about the effect of rescinding the 
CPP on coal mines and asks for an analysis. 

ED_0011318_00012624-00001 
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To: Weatherhead, Darryi[Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov]; Macpherson, 
Alex[Macpherson .Aiex@epa .gov] 
From: Sasser, Erika 
Sent: Thur 4/20/2017 9:26:25 PM 
Subject: FW: CPP RIA 

I'll let you know what I hear back on approach/time frame-! know with the mines work time is 
scarce, so hopefully 2 weeks will be OK. 

From: Sasser, Erika 
Sent: Thursday, April20, 2017 5:25PM 
To: Page, Steve <Page.Steve@epa.gov> 
Subject: CPP RIA 

Steve: 

Spoke with AI earlier this afternoon and i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Ex.-~-·s·-~·-o-eiTbe-rati"ve-·Pr(ices"s"-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... -. ..: 

Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process 
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Please let me know if you need more information on this-we think we can deliver the full 
memo within 2 weeks; meantime we are working up a short summary to include in the E.O. 
12866 section of the reg package by noon tomorrow. 

Thanks, 

Erika 

ED_0011318_00012637-00002 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

OAQPS HElD AEG[OAQPS_HEID_AEG@epa.gov] 
Weatherhead, Darryl 
Mon 4/17/2017 1 :05:09 PM 
FW: Summary of Recent Orders and Memos 

From: Keating, Martha 
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 10:08 AM 
To: OAQPS HElD GL <OAQPS_HEID_GL@epa.gov> 
Cc: Sasser, Erika <Sasser.Erika@epa.gov>; Scavo, Kimber <Scavo.Kimber@epa.gov>; Fann, 
Neal <Fann.Neal@epa.gov>; Langdon, Robin <Langdon.Robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Summary of Recent Orders and Memos 

FYI- updated 4/4/17. 

mk 
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Recent Actions on Regulatory Reform 

EMC Update- April4, 2017 

• Generally known as the "2 for 1" EO - requires EPA to modify or repeal two existing regulations for 
each new regulation proposed or finalized in FY17 and thereafter. 

• OMB guidance established that costs for final, significant rules in FY17 (after Inauguration Day) need 
to be fully offset by cost savings from modification or repeal of other regulations. 

• We also expect to get a regulatory budget for FY18 from OMB. 

• Implements and enforces regulatory reform, with goal of alleviating unnecessary regulatory burden. 
• Establishes a Regulatory Reform Officer (RRO) and a Regulatory Reform Task Force at each Agency. 

At EPA, the RRO is Samantha Dravis, and the members of the Task Force are Ryan Jackson, Byron 
Brown, Samantha Dravis, and Brittany Bolen. 

o The Task Force is to identify regulations that could be repealed, replaced, or modified because 
they are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective. 

o The Task Force must seek input from State, local, and tribal governments, small businesses, 
consumers, non-governmental organizations, and trade associations. 

o By May 26, the Task Force must provide a progress report to the Administrator. 
• Next step: Per the Administrator memo dated March 24, acting AAs and RAs should consult with 

stakeholders and provide recommendations to the Task Force by May 15. 

• This is the most recent EO, signed here at EPA last Tuesday. 
• Directs EPA to review the Clean Power Plan, related rules, and an Oil and Gas rule (the NSPS). 
• It also directs agencies to review existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, and policies that 

potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced energy resources. 
• By May 12, the Administrator must submit a plan for the review of existing regulations to OMB. 
• By late July, the Administrator must submit a draft final report detailing agency actions to review 

existing regulations that potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced energy 
resources. 

• Next step: There may be a memo forthcoming from the Administrator that offers more specifics 
about next steps for the Agency. 

ED_0011318_00012645-00001 
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• The goal of this EO is to ensure that federal infrastructure decisions are accomplished with maximum 
efficiency and effectiveness while respecting property rights and protecting public safety and the 
environment. 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

• Directs agencies to support expedited reviews of and approvals for proposals to construct or expand 
manufacturing facilities and reductions in regulatory burdens affecting domestic manufacturing. 

• Department of Commerce has the lead for the memo, and was directed to conduct outreach to 
stakeholders on the impact of Federal regulations on domestic manufacturing. They published a request 
for information in early March, with comments due this past Friday. Around 170 comments have been 
received, and Commerce has indicated many of them are related to EPA. 

• OP will be sharing those comments with the relevant program offices and coordinating the response to 
the Presidential Memo. 

• Next step: Per the OP e-mail dated April3, acting AAs should submit a list of permitting reforms 
in progress and identify additional opportunities to simplify permitting processes by the end of the 
week. 

Administrator Memo on Improved Management of Regulatory Actions 

• Sent from the Administrator to acting AAs and RAs on March 24. 
• Directs us to add more actions into the agency's regulatory management system (ADP Tracker) to 

provide senior leadership a more comprehensive understanding of the Agency's policymaking activities. 
• OP has been gathering additional information from Programs and Regions (e.g., on different types of 

petitions and permits) to inform upcoming guidance. 
• Next step: OP will release guidance soon, and then Programs and Regions will be asked to begin 

entering additional items into ADP Tracker. 

Regulatory Agenda 

• The Agency is currently preparing the Regulatory Agenda, which comes out every spring and fall and 
highlights the regulations EPA expects to publish in the following year. 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E:x-:·-·-g-·-·=·-·o-(iiiiie·r~l"trv_e ____ P-roce_s_s ______________________________________________________ 1 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

• Programs recently submitted information to OP, and discussions are underway with senior leadership on 
final submission to OMB. 

• Next step: Senior leadership decisions on submission to OMB and negotiation with OMB on final 
content. Spring agendas typically publish in April or May. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Evans, DavidA[Evans.DavidA@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Tue 5/30/2017 2:32:33 PM 
RE: Ideas for cobenefits discussion 

Ok ... i can do that 

-----Original Message----
From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 10:32 AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Aiex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Ideas for cobenefits discussion 

Sorry- was asking for a cross-ref to this discussion from section 4. 

-----Original Message----
From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 10:31 AM 
To: Evans, DavidA <Evans.DavidA@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Ideas for cobenefits discussion 

On pt 4, look at last 2 paragraphs of 5.5 ... isn't that would you are talking about. .. or are you asking for 
cross-ref to this discussion from section 4? 

-----Original Message----
From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 10:26 AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Aiex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Ideas for cobenefits discussion 

Responses. 

-----Original Message----
From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 10:16 AM 
To: Evans, DavidA <Evans.DavidA@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Ideas for cobenefits discussion 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
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r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i i 
! ! 

Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

-----Original Message----
From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Monday, May 29, 2017 1:58PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Aiex@epa.gov> 
Subject: Ideas for cobenefits discussion 

Alex, 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

I suspect AI might review this section carefully, although his main concern from talking to omb has already 
been addressed. I will let him know what I think it needs, but note there may be concerns I'm not aware 
of. He knows there is a staffing challenge. I let you know asap what he says. 

Sent from my iPhone 

ED_0011318_00012802-00002 
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To: Sasser, Erika[Sasser.Erika@epa.gov]; Keating, Martha[keating.martha@epa.gov]; 
Weatherhead, Darryi[Weatherhead. Darryl@epa .gov] 
From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Fri 5/26/2017 2:59:52 PM 
Subject: RE: new text for review 

Erika 

;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process suggestions below in highlight. Ok with you? 
1--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Alex 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

From: Sasser, Erika 
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 10:08 AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov>; Keating, Martha 
<keating.martha@epa.gov>; Weatherhead, Darryl <Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: new text for review 

I thinki Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i Other edits marked 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
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From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 9:43AM 
To: Sasser, Erika :~~J:U:J:!lilll!~~Q.fL~@'i~ 
Weatherhead, Darryl 
Subject: new text for review 

In Section 5.2 on regulatory cost uncertainty 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

In Section 5.5 on PM2.5 and 03 health co-benefit uncertainty 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Keating, Martha[keating. martha@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Thur 5/25/2017 8:21:17 PM 
RE: see new sentence please 

Yes, thanks 

From: Keating, Martha 
Sent: Thursday, May 25,2017 3:49PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: see new sentence please 

Yes, I think so- but do you want to soften it a bit and say this: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Thursday, May 25, 2017 3:40PM 
To: Keating, Martha <!s!~l]lgJ:l1~lilli~lliJNY: 
Subject: RE: see new sentence please 
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Improvement?: 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

From: Keating, Martha 
Sent: Thursday, May 25,2017 3:14PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <~lill;ItllrumJilm~1JJ!~IY 
Subject: RE: see new sentence please 

I think the concept is correct but wonder about the tense being consistent. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

Should "would have been otherwise achieved" be this instead to match tense: 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Thursday, May 25,2017 3:00PM 
To: Keating, Martha <!S_10!lmgJJ1'!!Jl:illf!~lliJNY 
Subject: see new sentence please 

Seem ok with you? 

--- p I:.X.O -Deliberative Process 

ED_0011318_00012811-00003 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Keating, Martha[keating. martha@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Thur 5/25/2017 7:40:04 PM 
RE: see new sentence please 

Improvement?: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

From: Keating, Martha 
Sent: Thursday, May 25,2017 3:14PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: see new sentence please 

I think the concept is correct but wonder about the tense being consistent. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
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From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Thursday, May 25,2017 3:00PM 
To: Keating, Martha <!s_!~mgJJ}JtillJ1ill!~lliJNY 
Subject: see new sentence please 

Seem ok with you? 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Thanks 

Alex 

Mathias, Scott[Mathias.Scott@epa.gov] 
Keating, Martha[keating. martha@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Wed 5/24/2017 6:25:06 PM 
RE: paragraph for quick review 

From: Mathias, Scott 
Sent: Wednesday, May 24,2017 2:24PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Cc: Keating, Martha <keating.martha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: paragraph for quick review 

p•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-•-• . ' 

~ Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Wednesday, May 24,2017 12:38 PM 
To: Mathias, Scott 
Cc: Keating, Martha <fsi~IMJIIJ'!tlll<!{l~lliJNY 
Subject: paragraph for quick review 

Scott: talking to Martha now. Can you give this paragraph a quick review? Your feedback would 
be great. Thanks Alex 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hetes, Bob[Hetes.Bob@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Wed 5/24/2017 4:17:02 PM 
RE: Friday 5/19/17 update 

Shared ... the RIA is called 'ch 1 _proposal_ 201 7' in the proposal_ 2017 directory 

From: Hetes, Bob 
Sent: Wednesday, May 24,2017 12:12 PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Friday 5/19/17 update 
Importance: High 

Alex 

I know that you are busy but was hoping that you could provide me access to the SharePoint 
folder and documents you set up for this effort. Would like to make sure that we are providing 
you what you need from our group. 

Thanks. 

Bob 

From: Weatherhead, Darryl 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 10:38 AM 
To: Hetes, Bob 
Subject: FW: Friday 5/19/17 update 
Importance: High 
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From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Friday, May 19, 2017 12:41 PM 
To: Weatherhead, Darryl 
Subject: FW: Friday 5/19/17 update 
Importance: High 

Fyi ... 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Friday, May 19, 2017 12:40 PM 
To: Shouse, Kate <~JlQI[_SS:~ru&{flli~_i!~:!Y Bryson, Joe <tlJ]:'liQDJJ;)gq2g~NY.• Eschmann, 
Erich Keaveny, Brian <_K~~tlUJsJ[l(flli~~ Hubbell, 

Ferris, Ann Kopits, Elizabeth 
Marten, Alex Evans, DavidA 

Kelly Maguire Jenkins, Robin 

Subject: Friday 5/19/17 update 
Importance: High 

Team 

Lots of information, so please read carefully. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

To that end, I put a version of the document on the new sharepoint drive and titled it 
'chi _proposal_ 2017.docx'. In the doc, I also made section lead assignments. I also inserted 

some comment bubbles with some very initial thoughts where new points may want to be made. 
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Everyone, please review as soon as possible ... also let me know if you have any technical 
difficulties accessing the doc. 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
! i 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
! ! 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

I will convene a Monday am discussion of the people I have identified as leads to make sure 
everyone has what they need to get moving forward. I also expect these leads to draw in people 
from the larger team as appropriate to get the job done quickly and well. 

Re: timing. Our target completion date is Friday, June 2, but we must recognize that we may 
need to complete earlier if direction indicates. With this in mind, here is our (simple) schedule: 

Week of May 22-26. Perform needed analysis and writing. Have complete draft and by 
end of Friday, 5/26. Any issues should be resolved and closed by 5/26. 

Week of May 29-June 2. Management review and fine tuning. 

Again, I have to emphasis this is schedule is provisional, and we may need to finish earlier. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or important information for me. Thanks. 

Alex 

ED_0011318_00012817-00003 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Evans, DavidA[Evans.DavidA@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Tue 5/23/2017 2:08:02 PM 
RE: "Need for regulatory action"- notes/thoughts 

Ok. thx for followup 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23,2017 10:06 AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: "Need for regulatory action" -notes/thoughts 

,.!:X~ .. -.u~~.!.-~~~~~~s!.iP.-_.!.Y.!.!~_AlL. ____________________ J~:x. 5 - De I i be rat ive Pro cess i 
. --·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
! Ex. 5- Deliberative Process ! 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23,2017 8:48AM 
To: Evans, DavidA 
Subject: RE: "Need for regulatory action" -notes/thoughts 

:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: , , 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
i i 

!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23,2017 8:46AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex 
Subject: RE: "Need for regulatory action" -notes/thoughts 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i ! i 

~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E-x:·~·-·-·s·-·-:-·-·o-Eiii6-e-rat"l"ve-·-·P-·r·oce_s_s __________________________________________ i 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

d 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2017 8: 15 PM 
To: Evans, DavidA 
Subject: RE: "Need for regulatory action" -notes/thoughts 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-E·x-:·-·-·-s-·-·-=·-·-·-o·-e1Itie·r·a"t1V_e ______ P_r_o·c·e·s·s·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 
! ! 
t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2017 5: 15 PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex ::::M_1!g;l'~~L.AIL~K\{J)£lli!J~ 
Subject: "Need for regulatory action" -notes/thoughts 

Alex, 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

ED_0011318_00012818-00002 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i ! 

I Ex. 5- Deliberative Process I 
! i 
! ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Thoughts? 

Dave 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Beth 

Conlin, Beth[Conlin.Beth@epa.gov] 
Bryson, Joe[Bryson.Joe@epa.gov]; Dietsch, Nikolaas[Dietsch.Nikolaas@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Tue 5/23/2017 2:07:11 PM 
EE discussion 

I received information via management that the final CPP RIA and the draft cost memo (also in 
the sharepoint) contains most of the text relevant toL~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~:~:~~:~:~~~)!§:~!.~)~~~~:~~r~~-~~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 
[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~l~~~~~~!ii'-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

I think this should help us get through a first draft relatively quickly. Please let me know if you 
have any questions. Thanks for your patience with all of this. 

Alex 

ED_0011318_00012819-00001 
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To: 
From: 

Shouse, Kate[Shouse.Kate@epa.gov]; Sarofim, Marcus[Sarofim.Marcus@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Tue 5/23/2017 1 :32:57 PM 
RE: 2017 CPP RIA 

I'll add Marcus now .... we can also talk now if you are able. 

From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2017 9:31 AM 
To: Sarofim, Marcus <Sarofim.Marcus@epa.gov>; Macpherson, Alex 
<Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: 2017 CPP RIA 

Hi: I couldn't tell whether Marcus has access to the RIA draft in Sharepoint, so I just sent the 
link. Marcus, please let us know if that doesn't work. 

I think section 1.2.2 needs input from Marcus and his branch. Maybe most efficient thing would 
be for the three of us to get on a call? I can find time on calendars and set it up. The deadline is 
highly compressed (final version due next Friday, when both Marcus and I are on travel). 

Thanks, 

Kate 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Friday, May 19, 2017 12:40 PM 
To: Shouse, Kate Bryson, Joe <f2JriQJJ-'-'LQ~q~r!f!l?QY• Eschmann, 
Erich <t_2!_\j]i!!:!.f[1!l~!£1l(flli::~M:Y:::: Keaveny, Brian <K~[1:11yJlilim~!1~2§!JmY Hubbell, 

Ferris, Ann Kopits, Elizabeth 
Marten, Alex Evans, DavidA 

Maguire, Kelly Jenkins, Robin 

Subject: Friday 5/19/17 update 
Importance: High 

ED_0011318_00012820-00001 
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Team 

Lots of information, so please read carefully. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

To that end, I put a version of the document on the new sharepoint drive and titled it 
'chi _proposal_ 2017.docx'. In the doc, I also made section lead assignments. I also inserted 

some comment bubbles with some very initial thoughts where new points may want to be made. 

Everyone, please review as soon as possible ... also let me know if you have any technical 
difficulties accessing the doc. 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i i 

I Ex. 5- Deliberative Process I 
i i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

I will convene a Monday am discussion of the people I have identified as leads to make sure 
everyone has what they need to get moving forward. I also expect these leads to draw in people 
from the larger team as appropriate to get the job done quickly and well. 

Re: timing. Our target completion date is Friday, June 2, but we must recognize that we may 
need to complete earlier if direction indicates. With this in mind, here is our (simple) schedule: 

ED_0011318_00012820-00002 
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Week of May 22-26. Perform needed analysis and writing. Have complete draft and by 
end of Friday, 5/26. Any issues should be resolved and closed by 5/26. 

Week of May 29-June 2. Management review and fine tuning. 

Again, I have to emphasis this is schedule is provisional, and we may need to finish earlier. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or important information for me. Thanks. 

Alex 

ED_0011318_00012820-00003 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Evans, DavidA[Evans.DavidA@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Tue 5/23/2017 12:14:54 AM 
RE: "Need for regulatory action"- notes/thoughts 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
j ! 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
! ~ 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2017 5: 15 PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: "Need for regulatory action" -notes/thoughts 

Alex, 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Shouse, Kate[Shouse.Kate@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Mon 5/22/2017 3:17:58 PM 
RE: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

! ~ 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process I 
! ! 
i ! 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2017 11: 10 AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

Thanks, Alex. 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 10:49 AM 
To: Shouse, Kate 
Subject: RE: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

Marcus is added. Altho it might be better to talk in small group on this particular topic. 

!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i ! 

1 Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process I 

! i 

t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Alex 
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From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 10:11 AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex ::::M.ili1:>MTIKl!Lllli2'Jfl~ifL£~ 
Subject: RE: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

Marcus wrote about climate impacts and the Endangerment Finding. I strongly recommend 
inviting him to the 11 :3 o can. r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex~·-s-·~-·oeWileraiive·-P-rocess-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 10:02 AM 
To: Shouse, Kate 
Subject: RE: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

The sharepoint has a draft that starts [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~=~i?.~_if~~j~j~~~~~f?.~-Ei.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~j 
L:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~:~;:~~:~~~~ii§~~~~~Y.~:~~?.~~~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:JAlso, 
I'm trying to remember which section Marcus contributed to ... can you remind me please? 

Alex 

From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 9:47AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <~lill:l!nmw,Aim~~ZC'Y 
Subject: FW: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

ED_0011318_00012823-00002 
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Hi: I found a Word copy of the Federal Plan but still have a question about whether the 11:30 
will be a good time to discuss RIA with Marcus or if we should do something separate. Thanks! 

From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 9:39AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <_l'l,iill;Jlllruffi~A!m:[tJJ:llf!~iY 
Subject: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

I can't find it in my files and would find it helpful to have in drafting the 2017 materials. 

Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process I 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Friday, May 19, 2017 12:40 PM 
To: Shouse, Kate :::~!Q!I~~M~!L~lliJWY Bryson, Joe <J2JriQJJ-'-'lQ~q~r!f!l?QY• Eschmann, 
Erich Keaveny, Brian <K~~y,fiJ:lill!l(f~~!§!lmY• Hubbell, 

Ferris, Ann Kopits, Elizabeth 
Marten, Alex Evans, DavidA 

Maguire, Kelly Jenkins, Robin 

Subject: Friday 5/19/17 update 
Importance: High 

Team 

ED_0011318_00012823-00003 
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Lots of information, so please read carefully. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

To that end, I put a version of the document on the new sharepoint drive and titled it 
'chi _proposal_ 2017.docx'. In the doc, I also made section lead assignments. I also inserted 

some comment bubbles with some very initial thoughts where new points may want to be made. 

Everyone, please review as soon as possible ... also let me know if you have any technical 
difficulties accessing the doc. 

!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
! i 

i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i 
! i 
! ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

I will convene a Monday am discussion of the people I have identified as leads to make sure 
everyone has what they need to get moving forward. I also expect these leads to draw in people 
from the larger team as appropriate to get the job done quickly and well. 

Re: timing. Our target completion date is Friday, June 2, but we must recognize that we may 
need to complete earlier if direction indicates. With this in mind, here is our (simple) schedule: 

Week of May 22-26. Perform needed analysis and writing. Have complete draft and by 
end of Friday, 5/26. Any issues should be resolved and closed by 5/26. 

Week of May 29-June 2. Management review and fine tuning. 

ED_0011318_00012823-00004 
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Again, I have to emphasis this is schedule is provisional, and we may need to finish earlier. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or important information for me. Thanks. 

Alex 

ED_0011318_00012823-00005 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Alex 

Shouse, Kate[Shouse.Kate@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Mon 5/22/2017 2:01 :55 PM 
RE: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 9:47AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

Hi: I found a Word copy of the Federal Plan but still have a question about whether the 11:30 
will be a good time to discuss RIA with Marcus or if we should do something separate. Thanks! 

From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Monday, May 22,2017 9:39AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <~1ill;:pll_mm~A!m$£llf!~iY: 
Subject: Word version of the federal plan RIA? 

I can't find it in my files and would find it helpful to have in drafting the 2017 materials. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
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From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Friday, May 19, 2017 12:40 PM 
To: Shouse, Kate <~llQI[_~~~{flli~_i!~rY. Bryson, Joe <J2JriQJJ-'-'LQIQ{q~r!f!l?QY• Eschmann, 
Erich Keaveny, Brian <~~~yctiJ:lill!l(f~~!§!lmY Hubbell, 

Ferris, Ann Kopits, Elizabeth 
Marten, Alex Evans, DavidA 

Maguire, Kelly Jenkins, Robin 

Subject: Friday 5/19/17 update 
Importance: High 

Team 

Lots of information, so please read carefully. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

To that end, I put a version of the document on the new sharepoint drive and titled it 
'ch1_proposal_ 2017.docx'. In the doc, I also made section lead assignments. I also inserted 

some comment bubbles with some very initial thoughts where new points may want to be made. 

Everyone, please review as soon as possible ... also let me know if you have any technical 
difficulties accessing the doc. 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
i i 

1 Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 1 
i i 
i . 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
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I will convene a Monday am discussion of the people I have identified as leads to make sure 
everyone has what they need to get moving forward. I also expect these leads to draw in people 
from the larger team as appropriate to get the job done quickly and well. 

Re: timing. Our target completion date is Friday, June 2, but we must recognize that we may 
need to complete earlier if direction indicates. With this in mind, here is our (simple) schedule: 

Week of May 22-26. Perform needed analysis and writing. Have complete draft and by 
end of Friday, 5/26. Any issues should be resolved and closed by 5/26. 

Week of May 29-June 2. Management review and fine tuning. 

Again, I have to emphasis this is schedule is provisional, and we may need to finish earlier. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or important information for me. Thanks. 

Alex 

ED_0011318_00012825-00003 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Shouse, Kate[Shouse.Kate@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Thur 5/18/2017 6:29:44 PM 
RE: I'm good to go on the RIA 

Thanks! I'm tentatively planning on working forward from the federal plan proposal RIA. It hit 
me that that RIA summarized the final CPP RIA in a way that is useful for this. more to come on 
that, but that's what I'm thinking now 

Alex 

From: Shouse, Kate 
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 1:53PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: I'm good to go on the RIA 

And I will follow up with Elizabeth to discuss the climate portion of what's now shown as 
chapter 3. 

Thanks, 
Kate 

ED_0011318_00012833-00001 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Evans, DavidA[Evans.DavidA@epa.gov] 
Marten, Alex[Marten.Aiex@epa.gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Mon 5/1/2017 2:01:38 PM 
RE: Quick check in 

Thanks. I'll look a little later. I'm going to try to read the EWM draft today. 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
; 
; 

I Ex. 5- Deliberative Process ; 
; 
! 
l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 9:52AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Cc: Marten, Alex <Marten.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Quick check in 

Okay. I made the edits. I have a few small comments/suggestions in there for you, too. I haven't 
heard anything. 

Ex.5 - Deliberative Process 

Dave 
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From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 9:15AM 
To: Evans, DavidA 
Cc: Marten, Alex <fY!ill:~A~{flli~~IY• 
Subject: RE: Quick check in 

Thanks. I have stiJ!._4.~~!.9.:.!!9.fui!l.g_gy_e._r where it was left Friday pm ... Monday is i Ex. 6 • Personal Privacy! so 
please call me ati __ ~~ .. --~-~--~~~~~-n_a._l_~-~i~~-~~jf anything comes up. '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

Alex 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 9:00AM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <~lru:~p_l}ru,_Q!l~~J\J~ili~~IY 
Cc: Marten, Alex <~l\1.l''CI!I'1!,tr-c!'1L~~~B!J~;_~ 
Subject: RE: Quick check in 

Okay Alex. I will drop those edits in momentarily. 

Dave 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Saturday, April29, 2017 2:58PM 
To: Evans, DavidA 
Cc: Marten, Alex <fY!ill:~A~{flli~~IY 
Subject: RE: Quick check in 

Hi Dave 

ED_0011318_00012844-00002 
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This is the first I checked email since I went home yesterday. As far as I know, the draft package 
went to Sarah et al. I have heard nothing since then. If you want to correct the typos, please do in 
RLSO, but strictly limit to typos or obvious grammar things. Not sure if we will get comments 
and or a chance to revise but we'll see. 

Alex 

From: Evans, DavidA 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 7:12PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex 
Cc: Marten, Alex 
Subject: Quick check in 

Hi Alex, 

I'm leaving. I'm not sure where things stand with the memo. I read it over about an hour ago and 
noticed a few typos and run-on sentences that could use a quick edit. I haven't edited sharepoint 
version, though. I will check email over the weekend, so if an opportunity comes up to edit them 
let me know. 

Dave 

ED_0011318_00012844-00003 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Weatherhead, Darryi[Weatherhead. Darryl@epa .gov] 
Macpherson, Alex 
Fri 4/28/2017 7:11:37 PM 
FW: What went forward 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:11PM 
To: Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov>; Keaveny, Brian 
<Keaveny.Brian@epa.gov>; Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov>; Eck, Janet 
<Eck.Janet@epa.gov> 
Subject: What went forward 

From: Culligan, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 3:01PM 
To: Koerber, Mike 
Cc: Tsirigotis, Peter 
Subject: CPP NPR and cost memo 

Mike, 

Attached are the current version of the CPP rescission NPR and accompanying cost savings 
memo. 

With regards to the NPR there are several things worth highlighting: 

1. This version works off of the version Lori Schmidt provided you via e-mail at 4:27 PM on 

ED_0011318_00012845-00001 
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Friday April 27 (based on discussions with OGC yesterday they indicated this was the best 
version to work off of. 

2. Our edits address several things: 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

Kevin 

ED_0011318_00012845-00002 
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To: Evans, DavidA[Evans.DavidA@epa.gov]; Marten, Alex[Marten.Aiex@epa.gov]; Eschmann, 
Erich[Eschmann.Erich@epa.gov] 
Cc: Keaveny, Brian[Keaveny.Brian@epa.gov] 
From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Fri 4/28/2017 7:01 :44 PM 
Subject: FW: Draft Cost Memo 

All, 

Attached is the version that is going up to Sarah for review. I'm not sure what happens after 
this. Hopefully we will have a chance to resolve any open issues. 

As always, thank you very much for your efforts and professionalism. I enjoy working with you 
guys and always learn a lot. 

Alex 

From: Macpherson, Alex 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 2:58PM 
To: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Koerber, Mike <Koerber.Mike@epa.gov>; Sasser, Erika <Sasser.Erika@epa.gov>; 
Weatherhead, Darryl <Weatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov>; Keaveny, Brian 
<Keaveny .Brian@epa.gov> 
Subject: Draft Cost Memo 

Kevin 

Attached is the draft cost memo. Please call me or Brian Keaveny if you have any questions. 
Thanks. 

Alex 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 
Mon 6/12/2017 8:25:49 AM 
SNL Publications Summary 

TOP HEADLINES 

Power 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEADLINES 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 
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Electric Transmission Week 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEADLINES 

CoaiR,.nnrt 

TOP HEADLINES 

SNL 

Coa!Ronnr+ 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEADLINES 

Week 

TOP HEADLINES 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 
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Copyright© 2017 S&P Global Market Intelligence, a division of S&P GlobaL All rights reserved. 

Privacy Policy 

You received this email because 
If you wish to modify your email 

have selected a daily Publication Summary alert 
preferences, """""'-"~"-

If you received this email from a colleague at your firm, gain full access. 
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To: Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
From: AC Global Energy Center 
Sent: Mon 6/12/2017 1 :40:09 AM 
Subject: Global Energy Center Weekly News Roundup 1 June 11, 2017 

ED_0011318_00013334-00001 
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@ACGiobaiEnergy 

On Wednesday, June 7, the Global Energy Center convened a half-day conference on Central 
and Eastern European energy security at the Atlantic Council headquarters in Washington, DC. 
Panelists addressed the implications of the changing global LNG market, the progression of a 

European energy union, and the priorities of the new US administration. 

US Liquefied Natural Gas Exports Outlook 

Bud Coote 

In an issue brief on the current status and future of LNG, US Liquefied Natural Gas Exports 
Outlook, Atlantic Council Senior Fellow and former leading CIA analyst Bud Coote concludes 

that US LNG exports contribute to security and prosperity. Potential growth in global gas 
demand provides opportunity for US exports to reach new markets, an opportunity that Coote 

conciudes couid be better capitaiized on by simpiifying and shortening the LNG export approvai 
process. 

This report follows Coote's January 2016 report, and 
builds on his previous work on LNG trade, natural gas markets, and the energy security 

implications of a growing global LNG trade. ~ 

ED_0011318_00013334-00002 
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Robert F. /chord, Jr. 

US President Donald J. Trump's decision to withdraw from the Paris climate agreement is in line 
with his past denials of the reality of climate change, which he has called an "P>vnP>r,c::il.l~'> 

His decision, however, will have grave consequences for the United States. 

Supported by Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator Scott Pruitt, Trump has 
made clear his intention to scrap former US President Barack Obama's greenhouse-gas

emissions=reduction targets and to dismantle the Clean PovJer Plan. ~v1oreover, Trump and Pruitt 
have also declared that the United States will renege on its $3-billion pledge to the Green 

Climate Fund.'-==_:_::_:_;::;_;_.::::__:_ 

ED_0011318_00013334-00003 
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@EIIenScholl and @Glakkotrypis 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 
Sat 6/10/2017 1 :21:18 AM 
SNL Evening Summary 

News 

TOP NEWS 

ED_0011318_00013335-00001 
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EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 
No upcoming expected earings releases have been posted since your last summary was sent 

CONFERENCE CALLS 
No upcoming conference calls have been posted since your last summary was sent 

COMPANY MEETINGS 
No upcoming company meetings have been posted since your last summary was sent 

INDUSTRY CONFERENCES 

New Events 

EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 
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No new conference calls have been posted since your last summary was sent 

COMPANY MEETINGS 

No new industry conferences have been posted since your last summary was sent 
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To: Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
Sent: 

Culligan, Kevin[Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Lamason, Biii[Lamason.Bill@epa.gov] 
Mon 6/5/2017 1:15:55 PM 

Subject: RE: CPP Repeal OMB Pkg 

Thanks, Janet. I'm back in the office. 

Do we need to request a docket? 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2017 3:32PM 
To: Rush, Alan <Rush.Alan@epa.gov> 
Cc: Iglesias, Amber <Iglesias.Amber@epa.gov>; Henigin, Mary <Henigin.Mary@epa.gov>; 
Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov>; 
Lamason, Bill <Lamason.Bill@epa.gov>; Thompson, Fred <Thompson.Fred@epa.gov>; French, 
Chuck <French.Chuck@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Weatherhead, 
Darryl <W eatherhead.Darryl@epa.gov>; Macpherson, Alex <Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov>; 
Sasser, Erika <Sasser.Erika@epa.gov> 
Subject: CPP Repeal OMB Pkg 

Hi Alan, Attached is the Repeal of Carbon Dioxide Emission guidelines for Existing Stationary 
Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units (SAN 5548.7) for OMB review. Please forward to OP 
for upload into ROCIS. Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 

Subject: 
Mon 5/29/2017 8:27:16 AM 
SNL Publications Summary 

TOP HEADLINES 

Power 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEADLINES 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 
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Electric Transmission Week 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEP•.DL!f\JES 

Financial Focus 

CoaiR,.nnrt 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEADLINES 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 
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Week 

TOP HEADLINES 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 
Sat 5/27/2017 1:18:22 AM 
SNL Evening Summary 

News 

TOP NEWS 
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EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 
No upcoming expected earings releases have been posted since your last summary was sent 

CONFERENCE CALLS 
No upcoming conference calls have been posted since your last summary was sent 

COMPANY MEETINGS 
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New Events 

EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 
No new expected earings releases have been posted since your last summary was sent 

CONFERENCE CALLS 
No new conference calls have been posted since your last summary was sent 

COMPANY MEETINGS 
No new company meetings have been posted since your last summary was sent 

INDUSTRY CONFERENCES 
No new industry conferences have been posted since your last summary was sent 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 
Thur 5/25/2017 1 :21 :37 AM 
SNL Evening Summary 

News 

TOP NEWS 
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EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 

No upcoming conference calls have been posted since your last summary was sent 

COMPANY MEETINGS 

New Events 

EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 
No new expected earings releases have been posted since your last summary was sent 

CONFERENCE CALLS 
No new conference calls have been posted since your last summary was sent 
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COMPANY MEETINGS 
No new company meetings have been posted since your last summary was sent 

INDUSTRY CONFERENCES 
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To: Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
From: SNL Alerts 
Sent: Wed 5/24/2017 12:26:57 PM 
Subject: Feature Alert- The Daily Dose: PJM clearing prices plummet 24%; budget cut of $2.6B 
proposed for EPA 

You received this email because you have a real-time alert for Feature Alert. 

EPA 
5/24/2017 8:15AM ET 
By Saad A. Sulehri 

Top news 

The Dose 

Due in part to a reduction in the reliability requirement, the RTO clearing price in the '--"C~~:.:='-=-'=='-
2020/2021 Base Residual Auction, or BRA, was down about 24% on the year, and came in below 

what most analysts had anticipated. 

The 31% budget cut proposed for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is respectful of the American 
taxpayer while supporting the agency's core mission, according to the administrator of that agency, Scott 
Pruitt. President Donald Trump on May 23 his budget request for the 2018 fiscal year, which 
begins Oct. 1. 

Although a global LNG supply glut will likely remain for the next five years, oversupply will be replaced by a 
"severe" shortage as early as 2024 as project sponsors struggle to sign contracts necessary to fund 
massive liquefaction and export terminals, according to a long-time energy consultant. 

Despite significant support from the Trump administration, the process of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency's Clean Power Plan, or CPP, has become no complicated for 
energy advocates, according to an attorney who argued a portion of a challenge to the rule in federal court. 

Power 

'-'-~~= shareholders, in what is seen as a landmark vote, recently ~:~~~~~~~~~~~ 
on electric utility to assess the long-term impacts of climate h 

advances on its portfolio. 
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*The Trump administration is planning to implement a 90-day delay to the regulations set forth by former 
President Barack Obama to limit pollution caused by methane from municipal landfills, reports. 
EPA chief Scott Pruitt decided to reconsider these regulations after receiving requests from organizations 
like the Solid Waste Association of North America and the National Waste and Recycling Association in 
October 2016. 

*Toshiba Corp. is to sell a majority stake in Westinghouse Electric Co. LLC later this year as it is 
stumbles through a proceeding. The Tokyo-based company has "signaled pretty clearly to the 
market" its intentions to go of its interest in Westinghouse, Westinghouse COO Mark Marano said in an 
interview on May 23 at the nuclear energy assembly, reports. 

*The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's Board of Scientific Counselors chair was "surprised" after 
the EPA did not renew the terms of nine of its 18 members. Agency officials are hopeful that more 
representatives from the industries regulated by the EPA would be appointed to the panel, reports. 
Many Democrats and scientists have expressed their disapproval of this decision, stating that the move 
would lower the quality of the agency's rulemaking. 

* EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt took on California Gov. Jerry Brown and his agenda on environment and 
cleaner energy sources, stating that Brown is imposing his agenda on other states, reports. Brown 
described the Trump administration's move to eradicate the Clean Power Plan as a "colossal mistake". 

* U.S. Sen. Dean Heller, R-Nev. termed President Donald Trump's budget request as "anti-Nevada" raising 
concerns towards budget cuts, funding $120 million to the Department of Energy to revive permitting 
activities for the Yucca Mountain nuclear waste mine and the cuts to important public land programs in 
Nevada, the payment in lieu of taxes program and the Southern Nevada Public Land Management Act, 
according to a ~'!::/JiEJ~~· 

Natural gas/midstream 

*If OPEC extends oil output cuts as at its upcoming meeting, the U.S. midstream energy sector 
could build on its first-quarter momentum attract new investor interest, analysts said. Oil ministers 
representing OPEC countries and several non-OPEC nations are scheduled to meet in Vienna on May 25. 

* President Donald Trump in his May 23 budget report proposed selling half of the nation's emergency oil 
reserves, open the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge in Alaska for drilling and end the sharing of offshore 
drilling revenue with Gulf Coast states, reports. The controversial oil-related provisions are 
expected to generate about $23.5 billion over the next 10 years. 

* Colorado is facing a serious issue of residential developers, homeowners or builders hitting gas pipelines 
while digging which sometimes causes deadly consequences resulting from explosions. Meanwhile, 
officials in Colorado are hard-pressed to prevent these issues due to an in adequate system for preventing 
pipeline excavation damages, reports. 

*Chesapeake Energy Corp. intends to issue $750 million of senior notes due in 2027 to repurchase up to 
$750 million in existing senior notes including 8% senior secured second lien notes due 2022, 6.625% of 
senior notes due 2020, 6.875% senior notes due 2020, 6.125% senior notes due 2021 and 5.375% senior 
notes due 2021, The tender offer expires June 19. 

Coal 

*Speakers at a recent coal conference were optimistic about new coal technologies, though the industry's 
future still seems a bit Jeff Taylor, chairman of the Virginia Coal and Energy Alliance, said the 
election of President Donald Trump brought a "breath of fresh air" to the sector. 
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agriculture utility approached Bunge Ltd. for a possible merger in the hope of establishing 
itself among top global grain merchants. Glencore confirmed approaching its rivals for a potential takeover 
but stated that "discussions may or may not [materialize] and there is no certainty that any transaction will 
occur," the reports. The Switzerland-based miner and commodities trader previously sold 
its 49% interest in the agriculture business to two Canadian pension funds for more than $3 billion. 

* FBR & Co. analyst Lucas Pipes is raising his estimates and price target for ~~:!!Eu::=!w:?:!ill_lll~ 
higher sales volumes across the board. Pipes said FBR raised its price target to per 
per share and reiterated its "outperform" rating due in part to preliminary first-quarter results that were "well 
above our estimates for the quarter." 

Commodities 

*Throughout the day May 22, panelists at Platts' Northeast Power and Gas Markets Conference lli!~~ 
around thoughts on whether wholesale power markets can maintain competitiveness while also taking into 
account individual state policies, including environmental mandates, such as the pricing of carbon. 

* Following an 11.1-cent decline in the prior session to settle at $3.219/MMBtu, NYMEX June~~~=:::;_ 
overnight ahead of the Wednesday, May 24, open, as lingering cold in forecasts spell 

~~~s~u~p~p~ortrt~~ additional modest storage builds in the coming weeks. At 6:38a.m. ET (1026 GMT), 
the contract was 0.5-cent higher at $3.224/MMBtu. 

New from RRA 

* On May 18, the Arkansas Public Service Commission adopted a thereby authorizing 
~==-:..c=-=.:""'-="-"'-"=~=-::=• or OG&E, a $7.1 million, or 7.5%, electric base rate increase effective 
May 18. The approved increase is premised upon a 9.5% return on equity (36.38% of a regulatory capital 
structure) and a 5.42% return on a year-end rate base valued at $506.7 million for a test year ended June 
30, 2016, updated for known and measurable changes through June 30. 

*On May 23, the Kansas Corporation Commission, or KCC, ffit~~ 
request for reconsideration of the KCC's April 19 order rejecting the company's proposed 
Westar Energy Inc. The KCC had determined, in Docket No. 16-KCPE-593-ACQ, that the 
not in the public interest and would have been "too risky." 

Quoted 

May4 
of 
was 

"I find that statement preposterous." John \iValke, director of the ~..JRDC's Clean Air Project, responding to 
EPA head Scott Pruitt's suggestion that drastic cuts to the EPA's budget "respect the American taxpayer." 

The day ahead 

*Early morning futures indicators pointed to a mixed opening for the U.S. equity markets. To view more 
SNL equity market indexes, click To view more SNL Energy commodities prices, click 

The Daily Dose is updated as of 7:30a.m. ET. Some links may require registration or a subscription. 
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If you received this email from a colleague at your firm, to gain full access. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 
Wed 5/24/2017 8:29:11 AM 
SNL Publications Summary 

TOP HEADLINES 

Power 

TOP HEADLINES 

TOP HEADLINES 

Download: 

Download: 

Download: 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 
Tue 5/16/2017 1 :20:39 AM 
SNL Evening Summary 

News 

TOP NEWS 
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Up,corninlg Events 

EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 

New Events 
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EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Thanks. 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Eck, Janet 
Thur 5/11/2017 1:58:41 PM 
RE: Draft CPP documents 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Thursday, May 11,2017 9:57AM 
To: Eck, Janet <Eck.Janet@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Draft CPP documents 

I saw the name Jonathan Skinner-Thompson on some of the earlier e-mails, but don't know for 
sure. If I see Kevin, I'll try to find out. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2017 9:55AM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <~'ilit';1''!1"~"':JbJ)~£/l~12il~Y: 
Subject: RE: Draft CPP documents 

It is only for the checklist I include when moving for approval. I think it is either Paul Versace or 
Scott Jordan, but not positive. Thanks. 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Thursday, May 11,2017 9:52AM 
To: Eck, Janet 
Subject: RE: Draft CPP documents 

No, I'm not 100% sure. What do you need and I can try to find out. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Thursday, May 11,2017 9:47AM 
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To: Steiner, Elyse <'~'.ts'c'~'QJ'~''';cly:~~1lliJNY 
Subject: FW: Draft CPP documents 

Do you know who the attorney is for this action? Thanks. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Thursday, May 11,2017 9:19AM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <~~~J:J~ili@l;aJJl~2Y 
Subject: RE: Draft CPP documents 

Hi Elyse, Would you be able to put a post-it note together for me. Also, are there any 
communications materials and RIA available? This is an economically significant rule. Thanks! 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Wednesday, May 10,2017 1:05PM 
To: Eck, Janet ::::E<:kJian,ct({iQcp,a.g,ov::: 
Subject: Draft CPP documents 

See attached and on Sharepoint. 

Elyse Steiner 

Sector Policies and Programs Division 

Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards 

U.S. EPA 

(202) 343-9141 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Lamason, Bill 
Fri 4/28/2017 7:03:28 PM 
RE: Can we talk? (Short check in). 

OK. We'll have a short conversation and then call Marguerite. Thanks! B 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 2:53PM 
To: Lamason, Bill <Lamason.Bill@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Can we talk? (Short check in). 

Bill, 

I'll call you in a few. I'm not at my desk right now. 

Elyse 

From: Lamason, Bill 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 12:01:51 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse 
Subject: RE: Can we talk? (Short check in). 

OK. That's what I was wondering about. 3 pm works or whatever time is best for 
you. I plan to be here until late. B 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 12:01 PM 
To: Lamas on, Bill :::LJ!Jlli!lillMillJ!(flli::m!~&QY::: 
Subject: Re: Can we talk? (Short check in). 

Working with Kevin & Janet Eck on the CPP draft for this afternoon. Can I call you 
around 3? 
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From: Lamason, Bill 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 11:58:06 AM 
To: Steiner, Elyse 
Subject: Can we talk? (Short check in). 
When: Friday, April28, 2017 1:30PM-2:00PM. 
Where: Bill to call Elyse 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Eck, Janet 
Fri 4/28/2017 4:27:16 PM 
RE: New Draft 

Will do. Thanks for your help Elyse. 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 12:26 PM 
To: Eck, Janet <Eck.Janet@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: New Draft 

Good 

Remember to save regularly to refresh your version-- you can see what's been changed and 
others can see your changes after saving. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:23:21 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: RE: New Draft 

Yes. Thanks! 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:20 PM 
To: Eck, Janet Culligan, Kevin <g~l§!(l:Jil~l@~illQY> 
Subject: Re: New Draft 

I can see that you & Kevin are in the document editing, so I think you are in the right place. Can 
you see in the upper right comer where it says "Share" and the number 3 people editing? 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:16:08 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: RE: New Draft 
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Hi Elyse, I received a link to CPP Proposai.FR Notice4.21.17.draft.docx at 11:11 am. Am I in the 
wrong spot? I may need your help. Thanks. 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Friday, April28, 2017 11:17 AM 
To: Eck, Janet Culligan, Kevin <QWltil§!(lJS.I~l@~illQY> 
Subject: Re: New Draft 

You should both be getting a link to the document in a new CPP sharepoint folder 
named April 2017 Draft. Let me know if you don't get it or run into any problems, but I 
think it should work. 

From: Eck, Janet 
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 10:32:23 AM 
To: Culligan, Kevin; Steiner, Elyse 
Subject: New Draft 

Hi Kevin, Framework of my early thoughts attached. If you and Elyse can work out the Executive 
Summary elements, I will try to add some of the basic intra language. You can add and delete 
later as needed. Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Lamason, Bill 
Thur 6/8/2017 6:50:34 PM 
RE: CPP Repeal - Docket 

Fine. Works for me. Call me when you have a moment. Should be back at my 
desk by 3:30pm. If you need help, feel free to reach out to others in PSG or Janet 
Eck. B 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 2:48PM 
To: Lamason, Bill <Lamason.Bill@epa.gov> 
Subject: CPP Repeal - Docket 

Bill, 

Just left you a VM. I'm working with Kevin on getting a new docket open for the CPP repeal 
action. It seems to make sense for me to be the docket POC, but Kevin wanted me to confirm 
that you are OK with that. I don't expect there to be large volumes for us to docket (OMB draft, 
final draft, RIA, etc.). I have an FDMS account, although it's been a long time since I've used it. 
Let me or Kevin know if you have any concerns. 

Elyse Steiner 

Sector Policies and Programs Division 

Office of Air Quality PlaP~ning and Sta.11dards 

U.S. EPA 

(202) 343-9141 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Eck, Janet 
Wed 5/10/2017 5:23:30 PM 
RE: Draft CPP documents 

Thanks Elyse. 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Wednesday, May 10,2017 1:05PM 
To: Eck, Janet <Eck.Janet@epa.gov> 
Subject: Draft CPP documents 

See attached and on Sharepoint. 

Elyse Steiner 

Sector Policies and Programs Division 

Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards 

U.S. EPA 

(202) 343-9141 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Keaveny, Brian[Keaveny. Brian@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Thur 6/8/2017 7:58:06 PM 
RE: CPP Repeal Docket 

From: Keaveny, Brian 
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 3:46PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov> 
Cc: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Macpherson, Alex 
<Macpherson.Alex@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: CPP Repeal Docket 

Thanks Elyse. I appreciate the update. Having a folder on SharePoint for docket items sounds 
good. 

I'm copying Alex Macpherson on this email since he'll be the one to update while I'm out of the 
office [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~?.:~r~§~~~L~~ii.i.i.i.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

Best regards, 

-Brian 

Brian Keaveny, Economist 

Air Economics Group, HEID/OAQPS 

U.S. EPA Office of Air and Radiation 

MD C439-02, 109 TW Alexander Dr., RTP, NC 27711 

Phone:919-541-5238 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 3:10 PM 
To: Keaveny, Brian 
Cc: Culligan, Kevin 
Subject: CPP Repeal Docket 

Brian, 

I've talked with Kevin and Bill Lamas on, my group leader, and will be taking on the role of POC 
for this docket. I'm in the process of completing the form now. I'll let you know when we have a 
docket number and I plan to add a folder on Sharepoint for docket items. 

Elyse 

Elyse Steiner 

Sector Policies and Programs Division 

Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards 

U.S. EPA 

(202) 343-9141 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Lamason, Biii[Lamason.Bill@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Thur 6/8/2017 6:52:12 PM 
RE: CPP Repeal - Docket 

OK, I'll call you after 3:30. 

From: Lamason, Bill 
Sent: Thursday, June 08,2017 2:51PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: CPP Repeal- Docket 

Fine. Works for me. Call me when you have a moment. Should be back at my 
desk by 3:30pm. If you need help, feel free to reach out to others in PSG or Janet 
Eck. B 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 2:48PM 
To: Lamason, Bill 
Subject: CPP Repeal - Docket 

Bill, 

Just left you a VM. I'm working with Kevin on getting a new docket open for the CPP repeal 
action. It seems to make sense for me to be the docket POC, but Kevin wanted me to confirm 
that you are OK with that. I don't expect there to be large volumes for us to docket (OMB draft, 
final draft, RIA, etc.). I have an FDMS account, although it's been a long time since I've used it. 
Let me or Kevin know if you have any concerns. 

Elyse Steiner 

Sector Policies and Programs Division 

Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards 

U.S. EPA 

ED_0011318_00013385-00001 



FOIA: EPA-HQ-FOIA 008391 Production Set #6 

(202) 343-9141 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

.. 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Resources for the Future 
Thur 3/30/2017 9:16:21 PM 
RFF Connection: Trump's Climate Executive Order Puts US Climate Policy in Reverse 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Georgetown Climate Center 
Wed 3/29/2017 7:59:48 PM 
State Officials Respond to Trump's Climate Executive Order 

State Officials Respond to Trump's Climate Executive Order 

State Officials Respond to Trump's Executive Order that 
Seeks to Reverse Federal Climate Policy 

Following yesterday's executive order by President Donald Trump that directs a review of the 
Clean Power Plan and rescinds other federal actions that sought to curb carbon pollution and 
prepare for climate change impacts, many states pledged to continue moving forward with their 
leadership on climate, clean energy, and adaptation. 

Governors, attorneys general, and other senior state officials from 19 states and the District of 
Columbia reaffirmed their commitment to climate action. See the link below to statements from 
senior officials representing California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, 
Hawaii, Iowa, Illinois, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota, New Mexico, New York, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode !s!and, Vermont, Virginia, and Washington. 

The Georgetown Climate Center is tracking responses to the executive order on our website. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
Carol Werner, EESI 
Tue 3/28/2017 8:47:26 PM 
News Release: Trump Administration Climate Rollback Is Wrong on Many Levels 

We are deeply disappointed that the Administration would seek to roll the clock back on the 
reduction of greenhouse gas emissions 

Trump Administration Climate Rollback 
Is Wrong on Many Levels 

For more information, contact: Brian La Shier at (202) 662-1892 or 
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To: Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
From: SNL Alerts 
Sent: Tue 3/28/2017 12:24:43 PM 
Subject: Feature Alert- The Daily Dose: Trump seeks to undo Obama's climate legacy; Midstream set 
to fine-tune holdings 

You received this email because you have a real-time alert for Feature Alert. 

The Dose 

By Nephele Kirong 

Top News 

President Donald Trump will sign a sweeping executive order March 28 aimed at dismantling his 
predecessor's programs to limit climate change and protect the environment. The order will target a 
number of President Barack Obama's executive orders, guidance and other directives that set out a plan 
for reducing greenhouse gas emissions from the coal, oil and gas, and power sectors. 

U.S. Energy Secretary Rick Perry visited Yucca Mountain, the proposed and long-delayed nuclear waste 
storage site, on March 27 without notifying Nevada's congressional delegation. In a statement, Rep. Dina 
Titus, D-Nev., lashed out at the U.S. Department of Energy chief and former Texas governor for his 
unannounced visit to the defunded deep geological repository, which the Trump administration wants 
reiicensed and opened to dispose of spent fuei currently stored at nuclear power piants across the country. 

Mega-mergers and acquisitions dominated midstream energy sector headlines in 2016, but smaller-scale 
infrastructure deals appear poised to steal the M&A spotlight in 2017. Industry experts expect to see more 
simplifications, drop-downs and asset acquisitions in 2017, but of a different size. 

~~""-'--~"'-"'=::=~~ disclosed in a recent amendment to its registration statement that it would distribute 
an aggregate of million to unit holders. The March 27 amendment to the company's registration 
states the company entered into an amendment of its asset-based revolving credit agreement March 24. 
The amendment modified the Warrior's restricted payment covenant to allow the company "improved 
flexibility" to pay dividends including a new special distribution. 

Power 
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* Morgan Stanley Research North America analysts downgraded Exelon Corp. to "equal-weight" from 
"overweight" and revised the price target to $37 from $40 analysts after the brokerage's commodity team 
reduced the 2017-2018 gas price forecast and slashed the long-term Henry Hub outlook by 27% to 
$2. 75/MMBtu. However, Morgan Stanley Research maintained its "attractive" industry view of the 
diversified utilities and independent power producers, with remaining its top pick. 

* More than 90 solar farms in South Carolina, accounting for 1,100 MW of generating capacity and $1.4 
billion in capital investment, will be built in the next few years if the state property tax relief 
proposed in the legislature, according to a solar trade group. 

* During his recent visit to Washington, British Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson tried to convince the 
Trump administration to continue in the Paris climate accord and not pull the U.S. out of the 
accord, according to the "I'm not saying we're there yet," theFT quoted Johnson as 
saying. "But I think we're in a much better place than we were, say, six months ago in making that 
argument and I think we will succeed." 

* U.S. District Judge Robin Rosenberg for the Southern District of Florida ruled that is 
not entitled to tax refunds for nuclear waste disposal fees it paid to the U.S. Department 
NextEra's suit was premised on a section of the Internal Revenue Code, covering net operating loss 
deduction. "In conclusion, assuming arguendo that the DOE's nuclear waste disposal equates to 
decommissioning under Section 172(f), Nextera has not met its burden to clearly establish it is entitled to a 
deduction under Section 172(f) because its payment of fees to the DOE allows for it to claim, in the DOE's 
stead, the act of nuclear waste disposal," said Rosenberg, who also ordered to close the case. 

* New Jersey utility regulators and the have state lawmakers that a proposed 
study of nuclear credits eyed by Public Service Enterprise Group Inc. should address the impact of such 
credits on wholesale energy and capacity markets. 

-'-"'=.!..-'-=~~'-=~"""'is the sale of its Talen Energy Services business line, as part of its strategy 
to noncore assets portfolio. Talen Energy Services is comprised of 11 mechanical 
contracting companies and it generated EBITDA of $22 million for the fiscal year ended Dec. 31, 2016. 

* U.S. District Judge Michael Simon for the District of Oregon denied .E.Qflli!.~J..~:;l§~~UJ:;~WJJ~~ 
motion to dismiss a complaint by the Deschutes River Alliance that the company's Round Butte 
hydroelectric project has and continues to violate the Clean Water Act. The Deschutes River Alliance 
alleges that Portland General has "violated several of the requirements contained in the Water Quality 
Certification that are designed to ensure that discharges comply with all applicable state water quality 
standards." 

fourth quarter of 2018. 

Natural gas/midstream 

* ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=="'-to FERC for authorization for its Northeast Supply 
~== create 400,000 Dth/d of incremental transportation capacity 

time for the 2019-2020 winter heating season. 

*By a vote of 35-10, Maryland state senators passed a bill that would ban hydraulic fracturing in the state, 
Th~!ml~2!IiZ.~If1 reports. The bill now goes to Maryland Gov. Larry Hogan's desk for signature. Hogan 

J.!}Q!Q.€!~that he would sign the bill, which would make Maryland the second state to ban 

*Saudi Arabia's government issued a royal order to reduce the tax rate for ~l!d.Q~,@j2!£~2!LQ;t,, 
Aramco, to 50% from 85% in a bid to woo investors ahead of its planned IPO next year,~"":-'-=.!.~~_,_ 

reports. "The new tax rate will bring Saudi Aramco in line with international benchmarks," Saudi 
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~md~_a cumulative total of roughly 235 Bcf of LNG, almost all of it by tanker ships from 
gn~~tl~IillLLDlf:. Pass export terminal. Since producing its first cargo in February 2016, 
Sabine Pass has shipped LNG to 18 countries, according to U.S. Department of Energy data from 
February 2016 to January. Mexico was the largest importer, receiving a total volume over that period of 
about 41.5 Bcf. Chile was the next largest, with about 29.4 Bcf. 

*The British Columbia Court of Appeal ruled against the city of Burnaby, saying the National Energy Board 
has the authority to limit enforcement of municipal bylaws, reports. The board allowed 
Kinder Morgan Inc. to conduct field studies on Burnaby land for its Trans Mountain pipeline expansion 
project without the city's consent. However, the city served the company with notices of bylaw violations, 
according to the report. 

*Standing Rock Sioux tribe representatives reportedly had a meetir1g with the Council on Ethics of 
Norway's sovereign wealth fund to discuss the Dakota Access according to The fund 
owns $248 million in bonds of project backer Norway's largest bank DNB 
had recently to end its participation in 

*The Huu-ay-aht First Nations citizens voted in favor of a co-management relationship with §!5~~& 
for the company's proposed liquefied natural gas facility in their traditional territory in Sarita Bay on 

Vancouver Island's west coast. "This vote shows that our community is united and ready to sit at the table 
with Steelhead LNG as partners as this project moves forward," said Chief Councillor Robert Dennis Sr. in 
a~~m. 

*The Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection permits for two underground injection 
control wells in Elk and Indiana counties for disposal of wastewater associated with oil and natural gas 
production. The Elk and Indiana counties wells will be operated by and 
Pennsylvania General Energy Co., respectively. 

Coal 

*As the coal sector prepares to welcome a long-awaited rollback of the Obama administration's Clean 
Power Plan, industry advocates are for what comes next and in some cases, tempering 
expectations. 

* Five South Korean utilities, including Korea Midland Power Co. Ltd. and Korea Southern Power Co. Ltd., 
to purchase 1.5 million tonnes of coal from the U.S. for delivery in the third quarter of 2017, 

fuzi~:§. reporters. 

* President Donald Trump's plan to lift a moratorium on federal coal leases may not benefit the coal 
industry in the near future amid a persistent downturn and less demand for the fuel in the power sector, 
J;s~~~~~~~ reports. "No one's looking for new coal reserves," Robert Godby, a professor of energy 
;; at University of Wyoming, was quoted as saying. "The decline in coal demand has meant 
existing reserves will last a lot longer." 

Commodities 

FnllmAiinln the release of updated parameters, analysts are fine-tuning their clearing price outlooks for the 
upcoming installed capacity auction. Taking into account lower summer demand forecast 
across all zones in New York, equities analyst Julien Dumoulin-Smith from UBS Securities LLC in a 
recent research note that he expects clearing prices in New York will decline on the year. 

*Major U.S. term electricity markets posted mixed to~=~"-'-='"-"".:~-:-=-="""-~'--'-"= during the week ended 
March 24 as the diminished demand associated with countered increased fueling costs 
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brought by gains in gas futures. 

*After session down 2.4 cents at $3.052/MMBtu, NYMEX April natural gas 
futures overnight ahead of the Tuesday, March 28, open and options expiration at the 
close of business amid ongoing fundamental pressure. Changing hands from $3.012/MMBtu to 
$3.046/MMBtu, the contract moved 3.7 cents lower at $3.015/MMBtu at 7:02a.m. ET (1102 GMT). 

*Day-ahead power prices could be Tuesday, March 28, as diverging demand expectations 
for midweek collide with ongoing weakness at the natural gas futures complex. Easing 2.4 cents in the 
prior day, NYMEX April natural gas futures were working lower again early Tuesday ahead of the opening 
bell and the contract's expiration at the close of business this afternoon. 

New from RRA 

*The is on for state-sponsored nuclear generation support. Plans put in place last year in New York 
and later Illinois allowed uneconomic nuclear power plants new leases on life for helping contribute to 
those state's emissions control goals. 

Quoted 

"Southern Nevada is not a wasteland, and I will continue to fight to protect it from becoming a dangerous 
dumping ground," Rep. Dina Titus, D-Nev., after Energy Secretary Rick Perry made an unannounced 
visit to the proposed Yucca Mountain nuclear waste depository site. 

The day ahead 

*The Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee will hold a at 2:15p.m. ET 
in Room 366 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building to examine U.S. electric 
grid and technology advancements to minimize such threats and to receive testimony on the Securing 
Energy Infrastructure Act. 

*The U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Rules will meet at 3 p.m. ET in H-313 at The Capitol 
for a on the emergency measure, EPA Science Advisory Board Reform Act of 2017. 

*Early morning futures indicators pointed to a mixed opening for the U.S. equity markets. To view more 
SNL equity market indexes, click To view more SNL Energy commodities prices, click 

The Daily Dose is updated as of 7:30a.m. ET. Some links may require registration or a subscription. 

Copyright© 2017 S&P Global Market Intelligence, a division of S&P Global. All rights reserved. 

Support 1 ~ 1 Privacy Policy 

You received this email because have a real-time alert for Feature Alert. 
If you wish to modify your email preferences,"""""'--'-"~· 

If you received this email from a colleague at your firm, to gain full access. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Steiner, Elyse[Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov] 
SNL Alerts 
Sat 2/25/2017 2:22:12 AM 
SNL Evening Summary 

News 

TOP NEWS 
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Up,corninlg Events 

EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 

No upcoming company meetings have been posted since your last summary was sent. 
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INDUSTRY CONFERENCES 

New Events 

EXPECTED EARNINGS RELEASES 

7 

7 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 9258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Mon 7/17/2017 3:30:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Mon 7/17/2017 4:00:00 PM 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Zenick, Elliott[Zenick.EIIiott@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Thur 6/29/2017 2:02:52 PM 
RE: CPP Next Steps 

Where is it? I can come up an open the line. Kevin is calling in. 

From: Zenick, Elliott 
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 9:58AM 
To: Jordan, Scott <Jordan.Scott@epa.gov>; Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Eiyse@epa.gov>; Culligan, 
Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan <Skinner
Thompson.Jonathan@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: CPP Next Steps 

Subject: Re: CPP Next Steps 

Do we have a call-in number for this call? 

If you like, we could use mine: 

Conf Ext:~-~~~-;~-~:~:~:;;~~:;;! 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Participant Code: [-~~·~:~·.~::~~;~·.~;:::·: 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Scott Jordan 
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Air and Radiation Law Office 

Office of General Counsel 

202-564-7508 

From: Steiner, Elyse 
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 2:10PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse; Culligan, Kevin; Zenick, Elliott; Jordan, Scott; Skinner-Thompson, Jonathan 
Subject: CPP Next Steps 
When: Thursday, June 29, 2017 10:00 AM-10:45 AM. 
Where: 

Hopefully, we can keep it to 30 min. 

Do you want to call in? Or we could meet in Steve Page's office (on sth floor near Kevin)? 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 9258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Wed 7/19/2017 7:30:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Wed 7/19/2017 8:00:00 PM 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 10258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Thur 7/13/2017 5:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Thur 7/13/2017 5:30:00 PM 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 9258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Tue 7/11/2017 2:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Tue 7/11/2017 2:30:00 PM 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 9258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Thur 7/6/2017 5:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Thur 7/6/2017 5:30:00 PM 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 10258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Wed 6/28/2017 8:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Wed 6/28/2017 8:30:00 PM 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 9258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Thur 6/29/2017 5:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Thur 6/29/2017 5:30:00 PM 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 9258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Thur 6/22/2017 5:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Thur 6/22/2017 5:30:00 PM 
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From: Steiner, Elyse 
Location: Room 9258 New Executive Office Building 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: E.O. 12866 Meeting on the Review of the Clean Power Plan 
Start Date/Time: Mon 6/26/2017 6:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Mon 6/26/2017 6:30:00 PM 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Akram, Assem[Akram.Assem@epa.gov] 
Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Mon 6/12/2017 1:12:30 PM 
RE: Docket creation form 

Please see attached form to open a new docket. Thanks, 

Elyse Steiner 

Sector Policies and Programs Division 

Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards 

U.S. EPA 

(202) 343-9141 

steiner.elyse@epa.gov 

From: Akram, Assem 
Sent: Wednesday, June 07, 2017 12:06 PM 
To: Steiner, Elyse <Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov> 
Subject: Docket creation form 

Hi, Elyse-

Here is the docket creation form. 
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It seems that you still have an account in FDMS. If you need to reset your password, you can 
send an email to w~~ll:J:'Jl~LY 

Many thanks. 

Ass em 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Eck, Janet[Eck.Janet@epa.gov] 
Steiner, Elyse 
Wed 5/10/2017 5:04:52 PM 
Draft CPP documents 

See attached and on Sharepoint. 

Elyse Steiner 

Sector Policies and Programs Division 

Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards 

U.S. EPA 

(202) 343-9141 

steiner.elyse@epa.gov 
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Sarah, 

·--~--~~-~:--~~t-~~~-~-~-~~-:.J:~c:-~?_::9_~~-~.!.~-~:.~~--f?_r_y?_~-~.!.~-~i~-~~.C,·:,·:~:~~:,~,·::,·:~,~Xi~!,·f~,!,·~,~~:,·~~~~-~=~:~:,·:,·:J. ___ _ 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Thanks and feel free to call me if you want to discuss or would like more information. 

Peter T. (919-541-9411) 
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